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cumstances. 
items in Mr. Tuompson’s speech, and at great 
length opposed that gentleman’s principle of 
equality of expenditure. Mr. E. avowed him- 
self in favor of a navy-yard on a large scale at 
Pensacola, though not on the preponderating 

rinciple of the gentleman from South Carolina; 
Pat he denied that the Government was open to 
the charge of neglect in that quarter. 

Mr. E. read various tabular statements of the 
expenditures of the Government on our fortifica- 
tions, by way of reply to the argument of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, that the disburse- 
ments were unequal in the North and South, and 
in favor of the former. These statements showed 
that much more had been disbursed in the South 
than in the North. In the second session of the 
Twenty-First Congress, a complete statement 
had been made out of all the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment up to that time; and, under the head of 
fortifications alone, the expenditure in the South 
was eight millions and forty odd thousand dollars, 
while in the North it was a little over five mil- 
lions. He also produced tables of disbursements 
between 1812 and 1835, all of which showed the 
advantage to be decidedly in favor of the South. 
There were many cases of expenditure in the 
South from which the North could derive no 
corresponding benefit; but should the Govern- 
ment therefore withhold it? Here was the Sem- 
inole war, which would cost the country some- 
where about six millions. On the gentleman’s 
principle of equality of expenditure, the North 
might oppose this appropriation, unless an Indian 
war of asimilar character, and equally expensive, 
could be gotupinthe North! He then adduced, 
as peculiar items of southern disbursement, the 
Indian annuities, treaties and wars, and the mints 
established there last year, all for the exclusive 
use of the South, and in which the North were 
little or no way interested. Mr. E. avowed him- 
self prepared to support a general system of 
expenditure; that so much should annually be 
appropriated for certain specific objects, such as 
the Navy, fortifications, &c. He referred to the 
course of Mr. Catnoun in originating and fos- 
tering the very system of which his friends now 
complained; comparing him to Phalaris, who was 
the Frat to be immolated in the machine he had 
constructed. Mr. E. concluded his remarks a few 
minutes before four o’clock. 

On motion by Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, 
the committee rose and reported progress. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, the House then 
adjourned. 


Mr. E. then went over various | 
| 








IN SENATE, 
Wenpnespay, March 16, 1836. 


Mr. WEBSTER said that, in pursuance of 
notice given by him the other day, he wished to 
present several petitions on the subject of the 
abolition of slavery within the District of Colum- 
bia, and to move their reference to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. He had four peti- 
tions of this nature: the first, purporting to be 
signed by two thousand four hundred and twenty- 
five of the female inhabitants of the city of Bos- 
ton, was in the usual printed form, was entirely 
respectful in its language to that body, and prayed 
for the abolition of the slave trade in the District, 
as well as of slavery; the second was sent by 
other citizens of Boston, of the number of one 
hundred and upwards, and was of the same pur- 
port; the third was signed by a large number of 
the inhabitants of Wayne county, in the Terri- 
tory of Michigan—it contained no harsh language, 
no reproaches, but treated the evils of which it 
complained with calmnessand decorum; the fourth 
was like the first two, both in substance and form; 
it was signed by a large number of the citizens 
of Boston—clergymen, merchants, professional 
men, and, in short, by nearly all classes of the 
community. He offered these petitions, and, 
considering that gentlemen did not wish to raise 
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the question as to their reception, he would move 
to refer them to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. He would only observe that this was 
the most proper course to take with regard to the 
next object of the petitions, which was the sup- 
pression or restraint of the traffic in slaves. He 
concurred entirely in the propriety of the conduct 
of those gentlemen who voted against the recep- 
tion of the abolition memorials on the ground that 
they asked of Congress to do that which it had 
no constituted power to do; for undoubtedly, if 
petitions came there praying for any measure 
acknowledged to be unconstitutional, they should 
not be received. For instance: if a petition came 
there asking Congress to pass a law abridging 
the liberty of the press, or a law for the support 
of any religious establishment, it should not be 
received; for Congress had no authority to legis- 
late for any such objects. In doubtful cases, how- 
ever, they should receive petitions and consider 
them; but he did not say that this was a doubtful 
case, for he believed that Congress did possess 
the power to abolish slavery in this District, and, 
consequently, to suppress or restrain the traffic 
in slaves. He had often expressed the opinion 
that, with respect to the States, Congress pos- 
sessed no power over the subject; and that while 
it possessed no stich stg it was its duty to act 
in good faith towards the two States who made 
the cession, and to take care that this Govern- 
ment did not indirectly bring to bear its own 
weight in this subject. He believed that a great 
majority of the people of the North entertained 
the Saree first, that Congress had no power to 
interfere with slavery in the States; and, secondly, 
that it had the power to abolish slavery or restrain 
the slave trade in this District. The uestion 
was, then, of justice and of expediency. It might 
be expedient to act on one branch of the subject, 
and neither expedient nog just to touch the other; 
hence the propriety of a reference to the appro- 
priate committee, who would enter into all the 
necessary investigations and report what, in their 
opinion, appeared the most desirable course to be 
pursued, and thus avoid any agitation of the sub- 
ject by adiscussion. He recollected that, within 
a few years past—in 1824—a resolution passed 
the other House instructing one of its commit- 
tees to take up the subject and examine it in both 
of its branches; and it was well known that, at 
an earlier period—in 1816—Mr. Randolph, of 
Virginia, raised a resolution to take into consid- 
eration the state of the slave trade in the District 
—using the strong terms of the ‘slave trade.’’ 
It was well known that the State of Pennsylvania, 
through both Houses of her Legislature, had 
strongly urged upon Congress the propriety of 
taking up this@ubject, and instructed her Sen- 
ators and Representatives to use their best en- 
deavors to get some favorable action upon it. 
Some resolutions had also passed the General 
Assembly of the State of New York, having the 
same objects in view. Now, these proceedings 
were well known, and he thought the country 
was not prepared to hear that petitions on this sub- 
ject had either not been received at all, or that the 
prayers of them had been rejected without inquiry 
or consideration. One of the subjects embraced 
in them certainly did demand inquiry. He, him- 
self, knew nothing of it, and would not under- 
take to say that the slave trade existed in the 
District,as it was represented; but certainly he 
was not prepared to say that it should not be in- 
quired into. 
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appropriate committee, but were constituted of 
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received and reasoned with; and if there were 
those who desired nothing but excitement and 
agitation, it appeared to him that it was the part 
of prudence not to give them the advantage by 


| allowing them to complain that -_ had been re- 


fused a hearing. He wished, therefore, that there 
should be a reference toa committee, who would 


| fully investigate the subject, and let their argu- 


ments upon it go forth to the country, and he had 


| no doubt but that this course would tend much to 


produce harmony, good feeling, and mutual con- 
fidence, both in and out of Congress. Mr. W. 


' then moved to refer the aa the Commit- 


tee for the District of Columbia. 
Mr. MANGUM said he wished to have an op- 


| portunity of recording his vote in opposition to 
| the reception of these petitions; and he therefore 
| demanded the preliminary question as to their 


reception. 

Mr. RIVES said he did not wish, by any re- 
marks of his, to open anew a discussion which 
had already occupied much of the time_of the 
¥ ° ® ¢ 
Senate, and agitated the feelings of a large por- 
tion of the country. He rose only to submit a 
motion. Under the influence of the principle 
| conceded by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
| he could, with perfect propriety, vote not even 
| to receive these petitions; for it was the deliberate 
| result of his best judgment, that Congress had 
no constitutional authority to abolish slavery in 
the District of Columbia, the object aimed at by 
the petitioners. The grounds of his opinion on 
this subject it would be inappropriate for him to 
go into at the present moment; nor did he wish, 
at any time, to obtrude his views on the Senate, 
already enlightened by much abler discussion, 
unless the question should be opened again by 



















o. For these reasons, he thought it 
to give the reference to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, who were not only the 


members, a majority of whom were from States 
mostimmediately interested in the question. They 
would be very competent to state the grounds 
and reasons of the conclusion to which they might 
arrive, both on constitutional points, as well as on 
points of justice and expediency. As there were 
many of those petitioners who meant well, he 
thought they were entitled to have their petitions 


others. Although he held that the Senate had 
the constitutional right to meet these petitions, on 
their first presentation, by a refusal to receive 
them, it did not follow that it was expedient to 
exercise that right. After the decision alread 
pronounced by this body, it was evident that it 
would be at least useless to renew the attempt. It 
might be that some of the gentlemen who had 
originally voted in favor of the motion not to 
receive these petitions, considering the motion 
now as res judicate, would be inclined to take 
some other course better calculated to attain a 
practical result. Various courses were open to 
consideration. The petitions might be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, as 
proposed by the gegtleman from Massachusetts, 
or to a select counties! they might be referred 
with or without instructions; or oan might be 
disposed of by a summary rejection of the prayer 
of the petitioners, as had heretofore been done on 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Bucnanan.] All these were + pe 
tions involving a complex consideration of the 
comparative advantages and disadvantages at- 
tending each, which, having so recently taken 
his seat in the Senate, he had yet had no oppor- 
tunity of making up his mind upon, by an inter- 
change of views with other gentlemen standing 
in the same relation to the subject as himself. 
He, therefore, moved to lay the whole matter, 
for the present, on the table. 

Mr. MANGUM said it was not his purpose 
to open this subject for discussion. He rose for 
the purpose of reiterating that he had been con- 
fined by indisposition when it was up before, 
and desired an opportunity of recording his vote 
on a subject he deemed vital to the existence of 
the South. He gave an unequivoeal opinion 
against the constitutional power of Congress over 
the question, and declared that he would vote 
against every motion to receive a petition that 
should be made, 

Mr. WEBSTER did not wish to hasten the 
decision of this question. If it could be taken up 
some time next week, he would have no objection 
to its lying on the table for the present. 

Mr: IN G, of Alabama, said that he had hoped, 
when this question was decided by so largea 
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majority of the Senate, that no gentleman would || the session, entertain the opinion that_a report 


have felt himself bound to have brought forward 
memorials ofa similar character to those whose 


prayers had been rejected. He thought he un- | 


derstood the gentleman from Massachusetts as 


saying that he was waiting for the decision of the | 


question then pending, in order to determine what 
course to take with regard to the memorials he 


had in his possession. Could the ae have | 


supposed, after the Senate’s deci 


ing by a large | 


majority, on the motion of the gentleman from | 


Pennsylvania, to peat the petition then before | 


them, that any earthly object was to be accom- 


plished by presenting petitions of the same nature? | 
eman from Massachusetts, by present- | 


Lhe gent 
ing these petititions, and by the opinions he had 
delivered in presenting them, had placed himself 
at the head of these individuals. He was pre- 
pared after the yote just taken, and he thought 
every other gentleman was also, to let this sub- 


ject, which had created too much excitement | 


throughout the country, sleep; and he thought 
they had taken a step that would allay that ex- 
citement, at least for the remainder of the session. 
Indeed, from the ver 
any agitation or excitement on the subject; and 


first, he was opposed to | 


though he had been drawn very reluctantly into the | 


discussion by the force of circumstances, yet he 
had not promoted the excitement—had thrown 
out no denunciations or reproaches, but, treating 


the subject calmly and rationally, was anxious | 


that it should be put to rest as speedily as possi- 
ble. isl 
had, let us (said Mr. K.) decide it at once. 
word as to the reference to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. Did the Senator believe 


if, however, any decision was again to be | 


One | 


that a report from that committee, constituted as | 


it was, would have the effect to allay the excite- 


ment in a certain quarter, he would not say how || 


gotten up? Would a report from a committee, 
the majority of whom were slaveholders, be sat- 
isfactory to these petitioners? The Senator would, 
he thought, hardly say that it would. 

He wished this question, which had been set- 
tled by the Constitution, settled by the practice 
of the Government, and settled by the solemn 
decision of the Senate, by a large majority, laid 
over, not to be again revived. 


jections more at length; but he greatly preferred 
avoiding, if possible, any further discussion. 


Mr. WEBSTER said the gentleman from Ala- 


bama had no right to place him at the head of these | 
He as much desired to take the proper | 


people. 


course to quiet the agitation, as the gentleman 


If this matter was | 
pressed, he should be compelled to give his ob- || 


from Alabama himself; and the gentleman had no | 


authority for saying that he (Mr. W.) had placed 
himself at the head of these people. He had 
given notice of his having th&e petitions in his 
possession some time ago. It was the opinion 
of the oon from Virginia, (Mr. Tyler,) 
who had recently resigned his seat, that if all the 
petitions relating to this subject were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
reported upon by that committee, it would give 
better satisfaction than anything that could be 
done. In that opinion, Mr. W. fully concurred. 
Senators were mistaken as to the character and 
object of these petitioners. They were actuated 
by no political or party motives. Their petition- 
ing arose out of solemn convictions of a religious 
duty. 
was a feeling not to be removed by hasty action, 
but might be reasoned with, He had no expect- 
ation that the Senate would adopt this motion; 
but whether they did or not, he wished an op- 
vortunity to express his views. He thoughta 
air exposition of the reasons embodied in a re- 


; 8 || abled to do so. 
They might be mistaken motives, but it | 


port would do more good than all the indignant | 
rejections or summary dispositions that could be | 


made. The point that it was inexpedient, suppos- 
ing it to be constitutional, was not much known 
er understood; and to make it so, the origin, and 
progress, and peculiar circumstances connected 


with it, should be explained. He wished all the | 


petitions might go to the committee, and at the 


proper time they would get a report which would | 


e productive of much good. 
Mr. PRESTON, in reply, said that his friend 
from Virginia, who was no longera member of that 
body,(Mr. Tyler,) did, at the commencement of 





| 


j 


| 


| ern friends on this subject,) he wished to be en- | 
There were various modes of | 


could be had from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia that would be satisfactory to all parties; 
but that he had, after further asin, and 
subsequent conversations with the members of 
the Senate, come to the conclusion that a report, 
such as he contemplated, would do more harm 
than good, and he had accordingly submitted the 
resolution referred to by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and which was then lying on the 
table. 


not be laid on the table. He wished to record 
his vote against it; although, in his opinion, no 
action of this body could put the spirit of aboli- 
tion at rest. He expressed, in strong terms, his 


apprehensions of the evil consequences that would | 


| GUM and PORTER, and were laid on the table. 


grow out of it. 
Mr. HUBBARD expressed a wish that the 


Senator from Virginia would not press his mo- || 


tion to lay upon the table the proposition not to 
receive the memorial. He hoped that the Senate 


would at one proceed to the vote upon the ques- || 
| tion of reception, and prevent any further discus- || 


sion at this time; and should the Senate, as he 
had no doubt they would, vote to receive the 
petition, he presumed that some one Senator 
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Mr. MANGUM hoped this question would | 


would move to lay the motion of the Senator | 
from Massachusetts and the petition on the | 


table. 

The proceedings of the Senate on Friday last 
satisfied his mind that it is not the intention of 
this body, at this session, further to agitate the 
_ question of slavery within the District of Colum- 
_bia. He was entirely satisfied as to the policy 

and propriety of such a course. The Senate then 

decided by a very large majority of its members 

to reject the prayer of a similar petition to the one 
| now presented by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
He was anxious to wait and see what effect shall 
be produced by the adoption of the vote of the 
Senate on Friday last, and he was very unwilling 
to agitate this question again. He was in hopes 
that we should not have been asked to take any 
course with these petitions which would render 
further consideration and debate necessary. He 
had on his table a petition committed to his care, 
and if no objection should be made to the recep- 
_ tion of the petition, he would move that it be laid 
on the table. Butif the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts should be adopted, he might 


peecee from the one he had contemplated. He 

1oped the Senator from Virginia would not press 
his motion; that the Senate would receive the 
memorials, and that the whole subject would at 
once be laid upon the table; and that the Senate 
would suspend all further action upon this subject 
until the Senate shall first ascertain the effect upon 


on Friday last upon this subject. 


find itnecessary to give a different direction to that | 


| 


the public mind of the proceedings of the Senate | 


| Mr. RIVES, in reference to the remarks of the | 
Senator from New Hampshire, begged leave to | 
say that his purpose seemed to have been misap- | 


prehended by that gentleman. It was not his 


| 
| wish to revive the discussion, nor to create any | 


' additional excitement; butas he had stated, when 


| he moved to lay the question on the table, (hav- 


ing just taken his seat in the Senate, and had no 


disposing of these petitions, all of which he had 
_ named, and all of which he considered as present- 


might, with the light of experience reflected by 
other gentlemen whe had been here through the 

whole session, make up a clear opinion as to 
_ which of those modes was most eligible, that he 
| wished the subject laid over. Though he be- 
| lieved Congress might refuse to receive a petition 
| without violating the constitutional guarantee on 


| ing questions of eaperaney only; it was that he | 


opportunity of comparing views with his south- | 


| the subject of petitioning, he was not prepared to | 


say it was expedient under the present aspect of 
| this case to exercise the right. It was far from 
_ his wish to raise any discussion again on the sub- 


| ject, and he regretted that his motion had given | 


rise to it. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented a petition of 
a similar character from sundry citizens of Ohio, 


‘| and moved to refer it to the Committee for the 








District of Ccelumbia. 
Mr. PORTER demanded the question on the 

| reception of the petition; and 
_ Mr. LEIGH moved to lay that question on the 

table. For the reasons stated by his colleague, 
[Mr. Rives,]} this was the proper disposition to 
make of all such petitions as had been presented, 
or might be presented, to-day. 

The motion to lay the question, as to the recep- 
| tion of the petition, on the table, was decided in 
_ the affirmative. 

Various petitions of a similar character to the 
one just considered were then presented b 
Messrs. SOUTHARD, BUCHANAN,SWIFT, 
and McKEAN, the preliminary yeoeee on all 
of which were demanded by Messrs. MAN- 


Mr. McKEAN presented memorials from citi- 
zens of Pittsburg, managers of the Anti-Slaver 
| Society of Philadelphia, citizens of Philadelphia, 
_ and vicinity, and from two thousand three hun- 
dred and sixty-three resident females in Philadel- 

»hia, praying Congress to abolish slavery in the 
istrict of Columbia and Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Kentucky; 
and 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented the proceed- 
ings of a large town meeting of the citizens of 
Cincinnati, both strongly disapproving the course 
of the Abolitionists; which were read, and laid on 
| the table. 
| Mr. PRESTON moved, as there seemed to 
| have been a general disemboguing of abolition 
| petitions, that the Secretary be directed to pre- 
| pare a statement showing the number of such 
| petitions, and the number of the petitioners, and 
| that the statement be printed for the information 
| of the Senate. . , 
| Mr. KING, of Alabama, opposed this motion, 

on the ground of its circulation with the names, 
| giving too much consequence to the Abolitionists, 


and of its creating further excitement. 

Mr. PRESTON said, the gentleman was mis- 
taken in supposing that he wished to print this 
statement with the names, or that he wished to 

| give it any circulation. All he wanted was to 
ascertain the number of the petitioners and the 
| sections of the country from whence they came, 
for the information and guidance of the Senate. 

| Mr. LINN said he was not certain but this 


|| motion to print these memorials, if followed up 


by a motion to print the names of the individuals 
signing them, would be a judicious course. His 
impression was that one half the signatures were 
fictitious names placed there to give fictitious im- 
portance to the subject; the greater part of the 
other half, he had good reason to believe, con- 
sisted of the names of womenand children, who, 
in all probability, were unconscious of the wrong 
they were doing. His honorable friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Preston,] some two years 
since, for the purposc of preventing frauds on the 

nsion laws, myved the printing of the names 
of all those who were on the pension list; this list 
was widely scattered through the country, and 
made one member of society a check on another. 
He was not certain but similar effects would fol- 
low the printing of these documents. Such is 
the abhorrence with which society at large view 
the attempts of the Abolitionists to disturb the 
compromise of the Constitution, and unhinge the 
relations of property secured under that Con- 
stitution, that the names of the disturbers have 
only to be known to bring down upon their heads 
almost universal condemnation. He, however, 
believed no course was necessary to their destruc- 
tion but silence. By discussing the subject of 
slavery here no good can be done, but much harm, 
by keeping the country excited, and giving an im- 
portance to the Abolitionists which they do not 
merit. Although representing a slave State here, 
he at no time had ever felt the slightest fear that 
the efforts of the Abolitionists would prove suc- 
cessful. In their memorials they had called slave- 
holders many hard names; but he had not been 
able to lash himself into a passion for such foolish 
| epithets. Let them alone, and their schemes of 
visions, like a thousand other schemes of visions 
which have had their day, will pass off and be 
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forgotten, or only remembered for their extrava- 
ance and folly. 

Mr. WALKER expressed the hope that the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. | 
PrestTon,] to print the names of the memorialists || 
attached to the petitions in favor of the abolition | 
of slavery in the District of Columbia, this morn- | 
ing presented, would not prevail. These petitions 
have not been received—they perhaps never may | 
be received, and he was equally opposed to print- | 
ing them, or any part of them, or the names sub- 
scribed to them. No useful purpose could be 
accomplished by printing the names of these me- 
morialists. On the contrary, it might tend only 
to increase their number, by gratifying the vanity || 
of those who had subscribed these memorials for | 
the purpose of a public display of a false and |, 
misnamed philanthropy. Mr. W. would not | 
dignify these petitions by printing the names 
of the memorialists. Their number has been 
already stated by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who had presented most of these memorials 
this morning. He had also stated the number 
of female subscribers to most of these petitions; | 
from which it appeared that about four fifths 
of these memorialists were females; and no good 
object could be accomplished by publishing their | 
names. Could it be ascertained by the mere pub- 
lication of these names how many of these sub- 
scribers were Sunday-school children, some good | 
object might possibly be accomplished by such 

publication. Mr. W. said he had hoped that abo- 
Sosen, so far as the action of this body was 
concerned, had been buried by the vote of the Sen- 
ate a few days since. The Senate had given ita 
Christian burial, accompanying its interment with 
higher honors than Mr. W. thought it merited. 
The funcral had been accompanied by the Senate || 
almost ina body. But Mr. W. deeply regretted | 
that the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Webster] was not one of the pall- 
bearers on thatoccasion. Butalthough that Sen- 
ator—from a difference of opinion, he hoped, | 
rather as to the mode of proceeding than as to the || 
main question—had refused to attend this inter- | 
ment; yet even his great powers, were he dis- || 

osed to exert them, could not reanimate this dead 

ody, and produce it for redissection here. Not 
only could he not reanimate it, but he could not 
even galvanize this putrid and putrifying corpse, 
8O as to give to it the horrid motions of a seeming 
existence. The Senate, by an almost unanimous 
vote, had informed the abolition memorialists that | 
it was utterly vain and nugatory to present any | 
further saline petitions to this body, and that 
the Government of the Union never would inter- 
fere with the question of slavery in this District, 
or elsewhere. 

They had refused to place their action against 
abolition upon the ground of mere inexpediency 
by an almost unanimous vote rejecting a resolu- | 
tion to that effect. The Senate had left their 
action to repose upon the broad basis of the Con- 
stitution, or of the implied faith of the Govern- 
ment, inviolably pledged in the cession of this 
District. The South might now rest perfectly 
secure that Congress never would abolish slavery 
in this District. Mr. W. said that the renewal | 
of this discussion could be productive of no good; 
that no southern man could desire, and that no 
northern man ought to desire, to rediscuss the | 
question, whether the institutions of the South | 
were or were not so disgraceful that they ought 
no longer to be permitted to contaminate the soil 
where now stands the Capitol of the Union. Let 
us not, then, renew or prolong this excitement. 
Let us not tear open to bleed afresh those wounds 
which are now healing, under the balm applied, | 
by the recent vote of this body, Mr. W. did | 
hope that the honorable Senator from Massachu- | 
setts [Mr. Wessrer] would withdraw his motion | 
to refer these petitions to the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia. As a member of that com- | 
mittee, Mr. W. knew that it would report against | 
granting the prayer of these petitioners; but that 
port would only renew and prolong the discussion, | 
and eventuate in the same vote already dopted by | 
the Senate. Seeing, then, that no good could be | 
accomplished by pressing these motions, Mr. W. | 


hoped, not only that they would be withdrawn, | 


| 


| 
| 


ae 
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Mr. MOORE was very much afraid his friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. Warker] was very much 
mistaken if he thought abolition was dead. He 
was afraid the question was not entirely buried, 
but hoped it might prove true that it was. He 
believed that, so far from its being dead, these 
Abolitionists were manufacturing petitions while 


| 


|| they were taking the vote which the gentleman 


from Mississippi had supposed was its funeral. 
The exhibition they had just heard of, the num- 
ber of petitions se esi getieas that it was not 
dead yet. He was glad the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Preston] had made the motion to 
obtain farther information. 

The motion of Mr. Preston was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. LEIGH presented three petitions from the 
heirs of revolutionary officers, praying for the 


commutation pay of their ancestors; which were 
'referred to the 
| Claims. 


Committee on Revolutionary 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented the petition of 


| Charles De Haas, administrator of John Phillip 
| de Haes, an officer of the revolutionary army; 


which was referred to the same committee, 

Mr. RUGGLES presented the petition of sun- 
dry merchants of Maine, praying for an appro- 

riation for the improvement of a certain harbor 
in that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALKER, on leave, and in pursuance 
of previous notice, introduced two bills, extend- | 
ing the benefits of the preémption laws to certain 
individuals in certain cases; both of which were 
twice read, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. WALL presented several petitions from 
citizens of New Jersey, remonstrating against the 
passage of the law to renew the patent of Joseph 
Grant for making hat bodies; which was laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALL also presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of New Jersey, calling 
the attention of Congress to the various petitions 
inthe Delaware, on the shoals near Cape May 
roads; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, made a report on the resolution on 
the subject of a survey for fortifications on Lake 
Chantelats. 

Mr. BENTON submitted a resolution to ex- 
punge from the Journal of the Senate the resolu- 
tion of the 28th day of March, 1834, censuring 
the conduct of the Executive in relation to the 
removal of the public deposits from the Bank of 
the United States. 

Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of notice given, 
asked and obtained leave, and introduced two 
bills, one providing for the extension of the time 
of proving certain preémptions granted under the 
act of 19th June, 1834, where such proof had 
been prevented by the want of public surveys; 
and the other bill to extend the time for proving 
certain preémption claims granted by the same 
act, where such proof had been prevented by the 
opposing location of certain pretended Choctaw 
reservations. 


eral consent, and 
Mr. WALKER moved to refer them to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 


Committee on the Public Lands; and advocated 


policy of the Government in regard to the pre- 
emption law, to the further extension of which, 


opposed. 

ir. WALKER replied, that the present bills 
did not involve an extension of the preémption 
system; that the claims embraced in the bills now 
offered were already vested rights under the act 
of 19th June, 1834, and were now obstructed in 
| the proof by no fault or neglect upon the part of 
the owners; that, after these claims had been 
| vested by an act of Congress, the proprietors had, 


| provements; that gins, Mr. W. believed, had in 


but that the Senator from Massachusetts would ! some cases been erected; and that, after all this 


withdraw the petitions altogether. 


had taken place, to set up these lands again at 
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These bills were severally read twice by gen- | 


Mr. CALHOUN moved to refer them to the | 


this motion by contending that they involved the | 


he believed, a large majority of the Senate was | 


in many cases, made extensive and valuable im- 
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public auction, or tolocate other claims overthem, 
would be an actof spoliation which he hoped this 


overnment would never commit; that these were 
G t ld amit; that these w 


private land claims; and that the committee on 


| such claims was the proper one to which to refer 
| these bills; that to send them to the Committee on 
| Public Lands, upon the principle already reported 


by that committee, would be to insure a report 
arainst some, if not all, of these bills. Mr. W. 
took this occasion to declare that, although these 
bills did not involve the general preémption sys- 
tem, yet he should press the adoption at this ses- 
sion of a standing preémption law se guarded as 
to prevent the perpetration of any future frauds 
on the Government; that he should alfo press the 
reduction and graduation of the price of the pub- 
lic lands in favor only of the actual settlers; and 
the sale and entry of all the public lands in forty- 
acre lots. Mr. W.’s motion to refer these bills - 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims pre- 
vailed. 
PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
| On motion by Mr. EWING, of Ohio, 
| The Senate took up the bill to appropriate, for 
a limited time, the proceeds of the sales of the 
| public lands among the States. 
Mr. EWING, after adverting to some of the 
points made yesterday, went into an argument in 


|| Support of the constitutional power of Congress 


to make the distribution provided fur in the bill. 
He went into, and commented upon, the deeds 
of cession from Virginia. The Government was 
| the cestui que trust—the mere trustee of the States 
in the Confederacy—for the receipt of the money 
| arising from the sales of those lands. The early 
history of the country would show the proceeds 
of the lands were not intended merely to defray 
the expenses of the Government, but contem- 
plated a private distribution. Mr. E. made a 
detailed estimate of the amount the States would 
| severally receive in the distribution. He did not 
| understand the allegation, that this was a bribe to 
| the people, as at all applicable, unless the hand- 
| ing over of money by a trustee to the persons for 
| whom he held in trust could be called a bribe. 
| All good government might, with as much pre- 
wriety, be called a bribe. No one man was to 
‘| * the gainer by it over another; all would be 
benefited equally by it. Congress could not dis- 
tribute this money so advantageously as the Le- 
gislatures of the respective States. Ele spoke 
| against making this a party question, and of the 
| preferableness of this mode of disposition over 
Gases the money in the pet banks. He hoped 
| the bill would pass in its present shape, or be 
| amended, if necessary, so as to make it more 
acceptable. 
|| After Mr. EWING concluded, 
| Mr. HILL expressed his wish to address the 
| Senate on the ouhiet He would, at the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, either go on then, or move to 
| adjourn, or move to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill, with a view of going into ex- 
ecutive business; and, having ascertained the 
sense of the Senate, Mr. H. moved the postpone- 
ment of the bill: which was agreed to. 
| On motion by Mr. KING, of Georgia, the Sen- 
_ate proceeded to the consideration of executive 
|| business; after which it adjourned. 


' 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 16, 1836. 
Pursuant to the resolution adopted yesterday, 
the House was called to order at eleven a 
| Mr. EVANS objected to the reading of the 
|| Journal, on the ground that no quorum was in 
attendance. 
The CHAIR counted the members, when it 
1 appeared that only seventy-three were present— 
|| no quorum. 
r. HAWES moved that the House take a 


} 

| 

| . 

recess until twelve o’clock, for want of a quorum. 
| 


Mr. ANTHONY moved a call of the House, 
|| which was agreed to. 
|| The roll was then called; and one hundred and 
| twenty-three members having answered, 

Mr. EVANS moved to suspend all further pro- 
| ceedings under the call; which was negatived. 
| ‘The absentees were then called in part; when 
|| Mr. HAWES moved to suspend further a 
‘| ceedings under the call; which was negatived. 





nr 
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The call of the absent members was proceeded | 
in; but before it was concluded, 
Mr. GRENNELL moved to suspend farther | 
proceedings under the call. 
Mr. ANTHONY objected to suspending the 
call. Many of the members who had voted in 
favor of meeting at eleven o’clock had not an- 
swered to their names, and he thought the ab- 
sentees should all be called. 
The motion to suspend the call was negatived ; 
and, when it was completed, it appeared that one 
hundred and fifty-nine members were in attend- 





| one, still they exceeded the amount stipulated for 


~~ 


| 

| be ascertained were considered as unsettled, both 

throughout France and in this country; that the 
greatest differences of opinion had existed on the 
subject; and that, up to the last moment, it had | 


| been considered that the French Government had | 
been overreached. The Ar object of having || 


the present document pu 
a compendious form that after cutting down the 
| American claims by striking off every doubtful 


lished was to show in | 


|in the convention. It appeared to him that the 


publication of the document would have a most 





} 
| 
= ance. salutary influence, not only in our own country, 
F Mr. EVANS said the object of adopting the | but abroad. It showed that the claims were just, 
resolution to meet at eleven o’clock was for the | and to a greater extent than stipulated for in the 
a dispatch of the public business. For that pur- | convention, and therefore ought to be satisfactory. 
: pose he would move that all further proceedings || The great object of the resolution was to dissem- 
under the call be suspended, | inate a most valuable document in relation to the 
:- Mr. WARDWELL was opposed to the reso- || treaty with France. So faras Mr. M. was con- 
Y lution for meeting at eleven o’clock, under the || cerned, he did not believe he had a constituent 
= & belief that the hour would from day to day be oc- || interested in the claims; but he thought the doc- 
cupied in calls of the House. In srkinobuaible, | ument one of great public importance, and in that 
: to prevent the frequent recurrence of these calls, || view had offered the resolution. 
, he hoped the present one would be gone through Mr. INGERSOLL observed that it was the 
: with, and that the further proceedings under the || policy of the Government to give important in- 
by call would not be suspended. 1 | formation like the present to the people. [t was 
The motion to suspend was again negatived. || vastly important that their constituents should 
- | ‘The doors were then closed, and the members || have all the information on such subjects which 
he still absent were called, a portion of whom were || could be given them. He did not know the size 
_ excused on account of sickness or unavoidable || of the work, but he understood it was in the 
ye absence. hands of the printer to the House and in type; 


en i ee a 
4 ag ee. 
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ate 





Mr. ANTHONY then moved to suspend all 
further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. MERCER asked for the yeas and nays on 
the motion; which were not ordered. 

The motion of Mr. Anrnony was carried— 


ayes 92,noes notcounted; and the doors, at twelve || 


o’clock m., were opened. 
Mr. HAWES withdrew his motion for a recess, | 
when the Journal of yesterday was read. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. DAVIS moved to suspend the rule for this 
day, after the hour of one o sah, for the purpose 
of continuing the consideration of the contested | 
election from North Carolina, (it being the first | 
business in order until that hour.) 





; 





therefore, that was the time to have it printed. 
The present was a matter of deep national interest. 
It was highly important that the principles on 
which the convention was based should be made 
known. He therefore hoped the motion toprint 
would be agreed to. 

Mr. LEE, of New York, said, although he 
trusted that the argument of the gentleman from 
Virginia would be conclusive, with a majority 


extra copies of this important document, he would 
give some minor reasons for the measurc, besides 


| rope and the errors of America in relation to the 
| amount of the spoliations, which this document 


| showed the enormous amount of $151, 


the great motive of correcting the errors of Eu- 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 

House, pursuant to the special order of the 26th 

| January, then resolved itself into a Committee of 

| the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamer 

in thechair,) and resumed the consideration of the 

| bill making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year 1836. 

The question pending was the motion of Mr. 
Bext, to reduce the item for the improvement 
and necessary repairs of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, one half—namely, from 
$67,000 to $33,500. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, who was 
entitled to the floor, addressed the House at 
length. He said he would not confine himself to 
the mere item under consideration, but should 
embrace the great and more important question 
of an increase of the Navy. He was for the in- 
crease of our Navy, though notas a war measure, 
He never believed either France or our own Gov- 
ernment intended to involve the two nations in 
war. That cloud having ney passed off, he 
| was now for increasing the Navy to the extent 
_ of our wants and resources. 

The next question was, to what extent the in- 
| crease should be carried. Our ships now navi- 
gated every sea and visited every maritime nation 
on earth. Look at our commerce and internal 
| wealth at the present time, contrasted with former 
| periods of our history. In 1790, the population 

of the United States was only four millions; it 

is now about fifteen millions—nearly quadrupled. 





| In 1790, our imports amounted to $23,000,000; in 


| 1835, so far as the returns had been made up, they 
,000. 
| In 1825, our exports were but $20,205,000; in 
| 1835, an interval of ten years only, they amounted 

to $118,955,000, and the increase under every 
| branch was advancing further and further every 


of the House in favor of printing five thousand | day. This alone afforded ample proof that an 


| increased and efficient naval armament was indis- 
| pensable. 

Look, besides, at the practice of other nations— 
the nations of Europe. In 1833, Great Britain 
had thirty-three ships of the line, two hundred 





was so well calevlated todo. It was due to the 


and seventeen frigates, one hundred and twenty- 
four brigs, &c., and fourteen steam vessels; 
France had thirty-nine ships of the line, fifty-odd 
frigates, and two hundred and thirteen sloops, 
brigs, and small vessels of war; Russia had 
| thirty-two ships of the line, twenty-five frigates, 





ne On this motion Mr. PATTERSON asked for | claimants that they informed them of the amount 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered—yeas || of the dividend they might expect. For thirt 
4 122, nays 66. } years these sufferers had been deprived of their 
Fe So the motion to suspend the rules for the |) property. New generations had grown up; chil- 
purpose indicated was decided in the negative, || deen and grandchildren, and very aged persons, 
, two-thirds being necessary. } were 2 a ooo a oh man 
5 oo cases, it was their sole dependence; and sma 
e INDEMEITS FROM PEARCE. | as it might be, they ought tb be informed of the 
re The rule was suspended, on motion by Mr. || amount promptly. 
! INGERSOLL, for the purpose of considering a | __ Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, remarked, that 
y motion heretofore offered by Mr. Mason, of Vir- |, if the motion prevailed, they would next be asked 
¥ ginia, as follows: } to print large numbers of the awards of the com- 
ts Resolved, That five thousand extra copies be printed of || missioners under the Neapolitan, Spanish, and 
3 :: the report made by the Secretary of State, in answer to a various other treaties, and also the a judications 
a ef eall of this House, on the decrees of the commissioners 4p- || of the Supreme Court. Itwould be just as proper 
= & pointed under the treaty of indemnity with France. te bli h : J tl | Thi 
ty ae oo publish them in one case as the other. us 
Sos | Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, was compelled || would subject them to considerable expense, 
mG : reluctantly to oppose the resolution. The awards | which he deemed wholly unnecessary. If the doc- 





of the commissioners under the French treaty | ument in relation to the awards under the French 
i : were for the benefit of individuals, and they || treaty was of somuch importance, it would prob- 
might, with equal propriety, printan extra num- | ably be published in the Globe, which would 
ber of the reports of the commissioners upon pri- | answer the purpose of gentlemen, and save the ex- 
vate land claims, or the decisions of the Supreme | pense of printing additional copies by the House. 
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; Court. He had not looked into the documents, | At any rate, he could see no propriety in publish- 
; | and had no idea of the expense to which ar ‘ing five thousand extra copies, when they had 
} ; Fi might be subjected by printing the proposed ad- \ been informed that only three hundred and sixty 


ditional number of copies. It might, for aught | persons were personally interested in the de- 
they knew, require as great an expenditure as |) cisions. ‘ 
some of the books authorized to be printed here- 1 Mr. RENCHER understood that this docu- 
tofore by Clark & Force, or Gales & Seaton. It || ment had not been laid on their tables, and con- 
might possibly cost thousands of dollars, and, || sequently they were not able to judge of its im- 
under the circumstances, he hoped the resolution {| portance; he therefore moved to postpone the 
— a eg ¥y a9 ; |, consideration of the resolution until Monday next. 

r. MASON, of Virginia, said the gentleman'||) Mr. MERCER hoped that the motion to post- 
from Tennessee had mistaken the sharhiter of the || pone would not peerall, and that the jobeiadion 
xcument. The document intended to be printed. || would be adopted. 

list of the names of the individual claimants, || ‘The motion to postpone was then negatived; 
wis the amount of money awarded to each, and || and the resolution was agreed to. 
he believed the number of individuals did not || The hour of one having arrived, 
exceed three hundred and sixty. But there was || Mr. W. B. SHEPARD again moved to sus- 
another and a much more important object to be | pend the rule for this day, for the purpose of pro- 
attained by the publication of the document, which | ceeding with the consideration of the subject of 
was, that in the negotiation which preceded the || the contested election from North Carolina. 
adoption of the convention of July, 1831, the || The motion was negatived—yeas 106, nays 57; 
principles upon which the indemnification was to | two thirds being necessary. 






and one hundred and seven smaller vessels; the 
Ottoman Empire had ae ships of the line, 
twenty-four frigates, and ninety smaller vessels; 
Holland twelve ships of the line, thirty-three 
frigates, and fifty-six smaller vessels, &c. The 
United States, which ought to be a second naval 
Power at least, was only a seventh or eighth. 
The nations of Europe, overwhelmed with debt, 
strained every nerve to foster and keep up their 
naval power. 

But it was not only for security in time of peace 
that an efficient Navy was indispensable, but it 
was the best bulwark in time of war—the most 
efficient and the cheapest. The United States had 
| no otherenemy to fear, but what would approach 

them from the ocean. A naval armament had 
| immense advantages over fortifications, forif they 

could not be used advantageously at one piace, 
they could with facility be removed to another. 





———— 
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Another advantage was, that it protected our trade 
to a certain extent during war, as well as during 
peace, while, at the same time, it could harass 

and cripple the commerce of the enemy. Block- 

ades of our own ports might be opened, and the 
| enemy’s ports blockaded. Look at what we suf- 
fered during the last war for want of a Navy; 
| our coasting trade and fisheries were destroyed, 
and even our intercourse from port to port at one 

time entirely suspended. We entered that war 
| with only four hundred guns, exclusive of gun- 
| boats, and captured from the enemy about the 
same number as we set out with, and about treble 
the number captured from us. What would have 
| been the effect if we had had a suitable naval arm- 
ament? Many a blockade would have been 
raised, millions have been captured, and the cap- 
ital of the nation would have escaped the ruthless 
destruction of a barbarous enemy, who spared 
neither the nation’s archives nor its literary col- 
ections. 
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Mr. C. then adverted to and recited some ex-! firmed in that belief, that wa 


tracts from the report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the Senate, and the reports of the See- 
retaries of the Navy of former years. He then 
referred to the law of 1816, appropriating the sum 
of $1,000,000 annually for eight years for the in- 
crease of the existing Navy. This, too, was done 
at a time when the country was burdened with a 
debt of $120,000,000. More than this, our naval 
force was much greater then than at the present 


time. We had then seventy-four vessels of war | 


in commission; we had now only eighteen in 


commission; and including what were in ordinary | 
and on the stocks, our present naval force, taken | 
altogether, amounted to no more than fifty-one in | 


number. This force he contrasted with that of 
the enemy, with whom it was supposed we were 
about to cope. In 1835, France had the follow- 
ing naval force armed, manned, and equipped: 
three ships of the line, twelve brigs, fourteen 
sloops, twenty-six frigates, thirty-one smaller 
vessels, eighteen transports and store-ships, and 
six steam vessels. 

Mr. C., then referred to the mode in which our 


fleets were manned, and condemned the practice | 


of employing alien seamen in our Navy. He 
hoped the proposition before one of the commit- 
tees of the House for training up boys in the 
service would be agreed to, and that eventually 
the service would be confined to American sea- 
men. 

He then adverted to the trifling increase pro- 
posed in the estimates of the naval commissioners 
for the peneeeh 708s He was not for limiting so 
indispensable a branch of the service to three, four, 
or even five millions, when a trade of some three 
hundred millions was involved, and more than 
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this, the preservation of national honor and na- | 


tional character. He was, however, disposed to 


rely upon the estimates for the navy-yards. It | 
might be, that we had too many navy-yards, and 


that three would have been sufficient in the first 
instance; but taking the high character of the 
members of the naval board, their responsibility, 
and their experience, he placed the highest confi- 
dence in their estimates, and should vote for the 
appropriation for the navy-yards as they at 
present stood in the bill. He hoped nothing of a 
sectional feeling would operate on the present bill, 
for it must be borne in mind that one part of the 
country was as much interested as another. The 
navy-yards were the property ofthe nation, con- 
structed for the interest of the nation, and kept 
up for the service of the nation. Still, he hoped 
justice would be done to the West, and that the 


great highway of sovereign States, the Ohio river, | 


upon whose bosom floated annually two hundred 
steamboats, besides other vessels, would be im- 


proved by the General Government. He sup- | 
ported the estimates in this bill, not because it | 


would peculiarly benefit his section of the coun- 
try, for it was too distant to be benefited a dollar 
by any one of them; but because he believed the 
interest of the nation demanded that our navy- 
yards should be kept in good repair. It was im- 
possible to do without them, and they were com- 
pelled to rely, in a great measure, at all times, 
upon the integrity of the estimates of executive 
officers. 

Mr. C. again adverted to the necessity of an 
increase of the Navy, and recurred to the neglect 
of this branch of the service for several years 
back. It began With the radical spirit of economy 
of 1829, which had effected no good, and con- 
tinued throughout the present Administration. 
In 1817, $3,000,000 were expended onthe Navy. 
In 1834, during a period of seventeen years, the 
increase had only been $4,000,000. After some 
further remarks, Mr. C. concluded by again 
avowing his intention to support the bill, and also 
to vote for a proposition to increase the Navy to 
an extent commensurate with the interests and 
resources of the country. 

Mr. BELL briefly explained, before he with- 
drew the motion to reduce the item under con- 
sideration to one half the amount reported, why 
he had made that motion. He had done it to 
test the sincerity of those who seemed to appre- 
hend a French war. He never supposed such a 
lengthy discussion would have grown out of it, 
and he had deprecated it at the outset. He be- 
lieved then, and he was now morc and more con- 











| 


| 


r with France was 
never contemplated—he did not mean in that 
House, but elsewhere. He now withdrew the 
motion that had been so long pending, and moved 
to strike out the whole appropriation for the im- 
provement of the navy-yard at Portsmouth. 

Mr. B. admitted this to be a subject in which 


he had no experience; but he took the reports of || 


those who were conversant with the subject—the 
naval commissioners and engineers. 
tlemen had condemned the locations of our naval 
stations, and declared that the distribution of the 


navy-yards was neither as economical nor as use- | 


ful as it might be if they were differently located. 
These officers also laid it down that two navy- 
yards were sufficient. He referred to the report 
of the Navy Commissioners of 1829. 





These gen- | 
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sponsibility had been thrown upon Congress, but | 
not justly, for there had always been exciting | 


subjects interposing. The 
Congress. 


of the Executive was able to set aside any sub- 


fault was 


not with | 
It was well known that the influence | 


ject proposed for legislation, or could procure the | 


action of the House upon any subject. 

Mr. B. was not so much opposed to the item 
for the navy-yard at Portsmouth, but he would 
| vote for itif it should be shown that it was ex- 
| pedient. He, however, could not bring himself 
| to see the necessity of four navy-yards within a 
| distance of only three hundred and sixty miles— 

viz: between Philadelphia and Portsmouth—while 
| Great Britain, with her thousand ships of war, 
and an extent of coast, including that of Ireland, 
| little, if at all, less than that of the United States, 
had only two navy-yards. 


and dwelt at length on the injustice that had been 
done to the latter. The rich and productive val- 
ley of the Mississippi, which produced everything 
in abundance required for the naval service, was 
never called for in any of the contracts. Even 


the Gulf of Mexico were brought from the North. 
In the matter of defenses, nothing was done for 
the Gulf of Mexico; and so far from the navy-yard 
at Pensacola being kept up, there was not even 
a wharf there, nor were there materials sufficient 
for the repairs of a ship. He denied that Con- 
| gress was responsible for all this. For years 
past there had been an appropriation of upwards 
$100,000 left to the discretion of the Executive, 
which had never been expended. Mr. B. referred 
to the very large appropriations contemplated at 
the present session, and the defense made of them 
in that House by the opponents of the Adminis- 
tration, showing a strange and extraordinary 
combination of parties; and he dwelt at some 
length upon the almost boundless money power 
enjoyed by this Government. Without con- 
cluding, Mr. B. gave way to 
Mr. LINCOLN, on whose motion the commit- 
| tee rose and reported progress. 
On motion by Mr. 
adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 17, 1836. 


Mr. TIPTON presented a petition from sundry 

| citizens of Allen county, Indiana, praying for the 

sale of certain sections of lands on the line of the 

Wabash canal, reserved from sale by act of Con- 

greses which was referred to the Committee on 
ublic Lands. 

Also, a petition from sund 
Carroll county and Michigan City, praying for 
the establishment of a post route from Kirk’s 
Cross Roads, via Frankfort, Delphi, and Monti- 
cello, to Michigan City; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, to which the same had been referred, re- 


ported the bill for the relief of Jesse Smith, with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. SWIFT, from the Committee on Claims, 

to which the same had been referred, reported 

| unfavorably on the petition of George Armstrong. 

| Mr. WEBSTER moved that three thousand 


inhabitants of 





|| additional copies of the communication of the 


Secretary of the Treasury, showing the condition 


ROWN, the House then | 


|| were, 


Mr. B. also took up the argument of inequality | 
of expenditure between the North and the South, |) 


sugar and molasses required for the service on | 


| 
| 
' 


| 





I 
| 
| 








| Senate to one remarkable case. 


| able that they should not dela 
| of these surplus funds much longer. 
| that every wise and discreet man should be anx- 


solute disposal of the Government. 
| gentlemen 


| 
2 be arrested b 
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printed for the use of the 


of the deposit banks, 
Senate. 
Mr. W. remarked, that this statement seemed 


_ to exhibit a state of things, with respect to the 


public moneys, that might very well be supposed 


to require the attention and consideration of Con- 


gress. He found, on looking at the statement, 
that the public depbsits in these banks, amounted 
to thirty millions of dollars; that the deposits of 
individuals amounted to upwards of fifteen mil- 
lions; and that the amount of their bills in circu- 
lation, payable on demand, was upwards of 


twenty-six millions. The whole amount of their 


liabilities was seventy-one millions; and it ap- 
peard that their specie on hand was only ten 
millions: that is, there was less than one dollar 
in specie for six dollars of debt; and there was 
due to the Government alone three times as much 
as the amount of their specie, It was true that 
there was something on the other side, such as 
notes discounted, and debts due to and from other 
banks, but these were equal on both sides, and 
were of no consequence so far as the Government 
was concerned. ‘There was another thing which 
had drawn his attention, and he should be glad 
if some gentleman more conversant with the sub- 
ject would give him some light upon it. 

In the abstracts showing the capacity of these 


| banks to meet their liabilities, there were credits 
| described as ** other investments.’’ 


No less a 
sum than eight millions of dollars was described 
as being ‘in other investments.’’ He was very 
anxious to know what these other investments 
His suspicion was that there were none 
at all, except that one credit balanced another 
debt. His opinion was, that many of these banks 
were unsafe. He would call the attention of the 
The Farmers 
and Mechanics’ Bank of Michigan had a capital 
of $150,000; it owed $800,000 to the United States, 
| or $784,000 to the Treasury, and $16,000 to other 
| public offices. It had received $800,000 of the 

public money, and where was it? It certainly 
| could not be in specie, because the specie in that 
| bank was but $1,000. Could it be in notes dis- 
| counted? No; for the whole amount of notes, 
| discounted and exchange, was only $400,000. 
| Here was a bank owing to the United States 
| $800,000, and where was the money? It was not 

inits notes, liens, and discounts; pa dieas then, 


n investigation was made, other facts equally 
s remarkable would come out. 
system began to develop itself. 


a 


He thought the 
[t is apparent 


| 
| could it possibly be? He had an idea that, when 
| 


| (said he) that we have arrived at a very remark- 


able crisis in the money concerns of the country, 
not to be trifled with. He held it to be indispens- 
the distribution 
He held 


ious so to regulate the public money as to prevent 
total loss and misapplication. 

Suppose (said he) these banks go on receiving 
the public money until July next; the amount of 


| their deposits will then be upwards of forty or 


fifty millions of dollars—a sum equal to every 
dollar of specie in the country; a sum at the ab- 
What did 
»vropose to do under such circum- 
stances, if they did not mean to vote for the bills 
for distribution? How_would they propose to 
dispose of this vast amount of money? He had 


| made up his mind to vote for the fortification bill, 
| every part and parcel of it; but this could not by 
|| any means absorb the vast amount of surplus in 
| the Treasury. Appropriations for internal in- 


provements could not remedy the evil, for they 
the veto of the Executive. 
Were gentlemen willing that ‘‘ things should re- 
main as they were?’? There was a bill before 
the Senate, introduced by the Senator from South 
Carolina early in the session, and he hoped that 
that bill would be soon brought up, that they 
might have an opportunity of showing what they 
would do both with regard to the surplus on 
handand that accruing. As to the land bill, they 
could not shut their eyes to the sources from 
whence flowed the vast .amount accumulated from 
the sales of the public lands. The lands had 
changed hands, but the public had not been ben- 
efited thereby. They had gone from the posses- 


| sion of one great proprictor, the Government, to 
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many great proprietors, who knew nothing of 
minimums. He would not dwell further on this | 
subject then, but should, at a more favorable 
opportunity, go more at length into an examina- 
tion of it. “For the present, he would only move 
the printing of an additional number of copies of 
the statement—say, three thousand. 

Mr. BENTON seconded the motion of Mr. 
Weesster, and assigned his reasons for so doing; | 
which will appear hereafter. 

Mr. CLAY had, like the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusctts, been very seriously impressed by an 
examination of the Seed to which the atten- | 
tion of the Senate had been called; and in refer- | 
ence to that document he had directed certain 
papers to be made out, which he should, at a 
proper time, lay before the Senate, He was | 
struck with the total insecurity of the vast treas- | 
ure in the keeping of these deposit banks, and 
the great disproportion between their liabilities 
and their capacity to meet them. They might be 
called on for seventy-seven or seventy-eight mil- 
lions of dollars in any one of the three hundred | 
and sixty-five days of the year, and they had only | 
about ten millions to meet that demand—about 
one eighth of what they might be called on to pay; 
and if there was any truth in the signs of the 
times, they were on the eve of a great paper crisis; | 
and could any man say how soon that day would 
arrive when this demand would be made? These 
deposit banks were, in fact, only the nominal 
debtors to the United States. The real, substan- 
tial debtors to the United States were those per- 
sons to whom the banks had loaned this public | 
money. And who were they? The Secretary 
of the Treasury did not, nor did anybody else, 
know. We have (said Mr. C.) collected the peo- 
se money to a vast amount, and this money 
ias been loaned out to individuals who were not 


known to the officers of Government. 
(said Mr. C.) the actual creditors, and we do not 
know our debtors. In one institution in his own 
State, called a savings institution, having a cap- 
ital of ninety-six thousand dollars, there were | 
upwards of three hundred and twenty thousand | 
dollars of the o¢rn money deposited. Let us go | 
(said he) to the metropolis of the country—the | 
great city of New York. In each of the three 
deposit banks of that city the money deposited 
by the Government exceeded its capital. Now, 
what security had they for this money? Suppose 
a great deficiency of southern crops, or any other | 
crisis, creating a necessity for the exportation of | 
specie to Europe laaend af the ordinary ship- | 
ments, each of these banks would be compelled | 
to call in; this would compel other banks to call | 
in in like manner, and a panic and general want | 
of confidence would ensue. Then what would 
become of the public money? You hare not (said 
Mr. C.) even the power to make the periodical 
returns of your debtors; for these banks are not | 


real debtors, as the moncy has been drawn from | 
the people, and loaned out to persons whom you | 
do not know. The distribution of this vast treas- 
ure must challenge the attention of every man. 
There was no other way to remedy the evil. He 
would invite the attention of the Senate to the 
distribution of this fund. 

In the single city of New York there was de- 
posited one third of the whole of the public money; 
while in the State of Kentucky $300,000 was de- 
posited in a savings institution. He knew well 
that it would be said that the principal part of this 
money was deposited in places where it was prin- 
cipally collected; but let him ask if other circum- 
stances were not to be taken into view as wellas 
the collection of the revenue? This ten millions | 
deposited in the city of New York was equiva- 
Jent toa grant of $600,000; and the deposit of | 


the whole surplus was equivalent to a grant of || 


$1,800,000. ‘There was some advantage derived 
to the United States from the deposit of the pub- | 


lic money with the Bank of the United States, || 


because the Government was a large stockholder | 


of that institution; but in the distribution of this || 


surplus it ought to be so deposited that the whole | 
country should share alike in the disposal of the | 
deposits, 

ir. CALHOUN said that, confident as his im- 
pressions were of the diseased state of the cur- 
rency of the country, he had not believed it to be | 
ef so great magnitude. It had commenced three | 


THE CONGR 


We are | | 











ears ago. He would not enter into the causes, 
ut would consider the fearful responsibility of 
the remedy. Something must be do and that 
speedily. or a deep wound would be inflicted on 
the body-politic. If they permitted this session 


low, which would enlist on the part of the Gov- 
ernment a system of speculation and swindling. 
They had seen what gold had done; it had cor- 
rupted the country. He understood this increas- 
ing of the Army. 





Vnicur. 
in New York should have fifteen millions of the 
money of his (Mr. C.’s) constituents, and of the 
| constituents of other Senators ? 


tice, assent to this species of robbery?—for he 
could call it by no other name. 
there was still virtue and patriotism left to cor- 
rect this evil, All party spirit ought to be dis- 
carded, and now was the time to ace who were 
friends of the country and above party feelings, 
and who were yoked down and chained to it. 
He hoped a number of these documents might 
be printed, that the public might sce the state of 
things they were in. The public funds given 
away to private individuals called corporations 
presented to the country an anomaly. He hoped 
the Senate would adopt the motion. 


‘| Mr. WRIGHT observed, that the Senator from || 


| South Carolina had asked him a most important 


| question, and as he conceived a most improper one. | 


|The gentleman had asked him, ‘ was he a friend 

to this country?’ That was an insinuation, the 
_answer to which rested not with him. Hiscoun- 
/try must answer; and proudly and fearlessly 


of those of that Senator, and let the public answer. 
| He would not put that question to the gentleman 
| from South Carolina, or to any other gentleman. 
| So much for the application to his humble self; 

he would not trouble the Senate further with it. 

The honorable Senator complained of the ine- 

quality of the deposits of the public money. 

Would he carry his recollections a little back? 

Did he recollect a little more than two years ago, 

when they were told by himself that the transfer 
| of these public deposits, for the purpose of equal- 
| izing them in different parts of the country, was 
| denounced as a corrupt abuse of power? Yet 
| now he complained that these transfers were not 
' made, and that the public money was suffered to 
| accumulate in particular places. Was there any 
| money in the banks of New York which had 
| been collected there? The gentleman did not say 
there was. How, then, was the Department to be 
| complained of for this accumulation of money in 
New York? It was in conformity with the opin- 


| ions expressed on that floor two years ago, that 


the money was suffered to remain in New York, 
which had been collected there. There was a 
vast amount collected in that city, and hence the 
-accumulation. He confessed that he had been 
| astonished at hearing this complaint, treading on 


| the heels of complaints the very reverse made there 


two years ago, and which every gentleman must 
recollect. If there was no law regulating the de- 
posits of the public money, was the executive 
officer in fault for this accumulation? It was far 


tll that morning, to attempt to argue upon the 
security or insecurity of the public money. He 
could say that he had not so much apprehension 
of a loss as some gentlemen, and it might not be 


that the executive branch of this Government 
was not in fault, if the deposits of the public 
| money were not regulated by law. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Wricut] had on this, as on other oc- 


ground, FI 
evil the accumulating of $15,000,000 in New York 
belonging to his (Mr. C.’s) constituents, and the 
constituents of other gentlemen, and had put the 
uestion to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RIGHT] not as questioning his patriotism. Mr. 
C. spoke of the pernicious political effects of trans- 
fer drafts, and of the report he had made on that 
point, which was lost in the House of Represent- 
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to pass without doing something, ruin must fol- | 


2 Gold comes into the country | 
first, (said he,) and steel settles the conflict. He | 

ut it to the Senator from New York, [Mr. | 
Is he contented that his constituents | 


Was he a friend | 
to his country; and would he, as a man of jus- | 


He had hoped | 


would he i his public actions there by the side | 


from his purpose, never having seen the statement | 


as much as he ought to have; but he must say 


casions, ay ed his ingenuity by changing the | 
e (Mr. C.) had stated as the existing | 


March 17, 


| atives. A plan ought to have been digested, and 
a uniform oe adopted, of transferring these 
deposits. _ He was willing to go into a compar- 
| ison of his political life with that of the gentle- 
‘| man from New York, (Mr. W..,] if he desired it, 
_ as related to the past or the future. The majority 
in the Senate ved changed, and in some respects 
he was glad of it. A responsibility had in some 
measure, rested upon those opposed to the Ad- 
ministration, although their views were thwarted 
by vetoes from the Executive, and opposed by 
the other branch. Now the Executive and his 
friends had the entire control. 

Mr. WRIGHT, in reply, said he had only in- 
tended to answer the questions of the Senator 
from South Carolina. As to a personal compar- 
ison, he had intended none; for it would be a 
vanity he had never indulged in to compare his 
public services with the long political life of that 
gentleman. He did understand the Senator as 
complaining of the accumulatiou of the public 
money in certain places, and as calling that accu- 
mulation of money which belonged not to New 
York alone, but to his constituents, and those of 
other gentlemen, a robbery. Now, suppose the 
bill which the gentleman introduced had become 
'alaw, would the state of things he complained 
of have experienced any possible alteration? He 
would read one section of the bill,in order that 
the Senator might judge of its effects. 

Mr. W. here read the section which provides 
that the public money shall not be removed from 
the banks in which it shall be deposited, with- 
out the consent of Congress, unless the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall have good reason to appre- 
hend that such money is not safe in said banks, 
or the banks shall fail to comply with the regula- 
tions instituted byhim. Now, (he asked,) if this 
section had prevailed, would the present state of 
things have been altered? As to where the fault 
was, that regulations for the security of the public 
deposits had not been made, he could not say; 
but certainly the fault was not in the Executive. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the Executive was 
known to have a fixed and decided majority in 
the other House. We Senators (said he) have 
been called a factious body. Why did not the 
House pass this bill? The Senator, who was 
well acquainted with the discipline of the party, 
surely knew why this was not done. The Sena- 
tor would recollect that this was one of three 
measures which he (Mr. C.) had brought for- 
| ward; and it was to take out of the hands of the 
| Executive the power of controlling the currency. 
| This had not the sanction of the Senate. The 
other two were sent down to the other House, 
and there they slept the sleep of death. The 
Senator would recollect that there was another 
proposition, which was to send back to the peo- 
ple the surplus revenue not wanted for the current 
expenses of the Government; and that, when this 
was brought forward, it was declared by the 
friends of the Administration that there would be 
no surplus, and that all his figures and calcula- 
tions were considered the wildest delusions. The 
time had now come round, and his calculations 
were proved not to have come up to the amount 
of surplus on hand. The Senator, with his usual 
ingenuity, wishes to turn the eyes of the Senate to 
the future. Now he wished to turn their eyes to 
the future. The danger which he had predicted 
had arrived, and he was not aware that the Sena- 
tor, and those with whom he had acted, had made 
any effort to present it. He believed that when 
this question came up it would present two of the 
greatest questions that had ever been before any 
Government;. one that would carry this Govern- 
ment from the present state of things to a military 
despotism, and the other that would restore it to 
its former purity. 

Mr. BENTON could not let the debate go off 
without pointing out to the Senate and the people 
that what was called here a surplus of thirty 
millions wasa mere delusion. He then went into 
a specch of considerable length, which will appear 
hereafter. 

Mr. EWING, of Ohio, believed that there never 
had been before known to be in the Treasury asum 
sufficient to cover all the appropriations at the 
time they were made. For instance, (said he,) 
if we had not more than five or six millions in the 
Treasury now, would not the gentleman from 
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Missouri feel perfectly safe in making all the ap- 

ropriations for fortifications he contemplates, 
and relying on the accruing revenue to pay them ? 
We go on (said he) making the appropriations, 
but they will notlessen the surplusin the Treasury 
adollar. There would still be a vast increase 
beyond the anErem Sener. With regard to the 
appropriation bills having been kept back, how 
was it (he asked) that these appropriations had 
not been made in the other House, which was 
the proper place for them to originate in? Did the 


Senator from Missouri suppose that the other | 
House had any object in keeping back these ap- | 
propriation bills? ‘The Administration had the | 


majority there, and the Senator from Missouri 
a that the responsibility rested with them. 
With respect to the money of the people de- 


posited in these banks, it was exposed to great | 


danger andloss. Out of these thirty-five deposit 
banks, there were only eight who had it in their 


vands. 
the Treasury to crush at once seventeen of them, 
who had not the means to pay on demand the 
»ublic money in their hands. Mark (said Mr. 
f:.) the power and influence that an officer of the 
Government has over the money concerns of the 
country ! P { 
patriot would wish to continue ? 


yower/to pay promptly the public moncy in their | 
| It was in the power of the Secretary of | 


have the power to control it. 


advantage of the famine, got all the property of 
his people in his own hands; and they finally had 
to sell themselves for bread. 


Mr. WALKER did not rise to embark in this | 
The gentleman | 
from Ohio [Mr. Ewine] had stated, that the | 


discussion, but to state a fact. 


money deposited in these banks might be used 
for political purposes. S d ap 
peal to his colleague as to the deposit bank in his 
State, (Mississippi,) that a large majority of the 
directors and stockholders were opposed to this 
Administration. The president of a principal 
branch of it ran at the head of the opposition for 
Governor, and the president of it headed the op- 

osition ticket for Congress; and failing in that, 
a was run asa candidate for the United States 
Senate. 

It would be found, on examination, that the 
whole paper system was against the Administra- 
tion, and against the people. He believed the 
deposit banks in other States would, on exam- 
ination, be found to correspond with the statement 
he had made in relation to the one in Mississippi. 
If dollars and cents alone were to control our po- 


litical relations, instead of the votes of freemen, | 


this Administration would not now be in power. 
Mr. BLACK rose to confirm the statement 
made by his colleague [Mr. Wacker] with re- 


spect to the banks in the State of Mississippi. A | 
majority of those who held stock in these banks | 
were not (he said) in favor of the Administration. | 


With respect to the paper currency, his colleague 
would recollect that a proposition was before the 
Legislature of Mississippi to extend the banking 
capital of the State to fifteen millions more; and 
that this proposition, so far from being favored 
by the opposers of the Administration, was more 
peculiarly favored by the other party. Money 
matters (he said) had never been made a test of 
political influence in his State. He was sorry to 
see a disposition in Mississippi to extend the 
paper system, and he looked upon it as the inev- 
itable consequence of measures pursued here two 


years ogo. 

Mr. WALKER wished to be distinctly under- 
stood as not having made the slightest charge 
against the Planters’ Bank of Mississippi. He 
had risen only to show that, so far as the State 
which he had the honor in part to represent was 
concerned, the deposit bank was controlled by 
those who were opposed to the Administration. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
to print three thousand additional copies of the 
statement was agreed to. 


MAIL BY RAILROADS. 


Mr. GRUNDY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which lies on the table’ one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


Was this a state of things that any | 
Let this money | 
accumulate as it would, still the Executive would | 
It would be like | 
the state of things under Pharaoh, who, taking | 


He could state, and ap- | 
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authorizing permanent contracts to be made for the trans- 
portation of the mail with the different railroad companies, 
or such of them as may be willing to make contracts for 


that purpose, upon such terms and under such restrictions 
as may be prescribed by law. 


NEW LAND OFFICE. 
Mr. EWING, of Ohio, presented a petition 


| from sundry citizens of Ohio, praying for the 


establishment of an additional land office; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


On motion by Mr. HILL, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of the bill to appropriate, for 
a limited time, the proceeds of the public lands 
among the States; and 

Mr. H. addressed the Senate at length in op- 
position to the bill; after which 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvurspay, March 17, 1836. 


Mr. HAWES asked the unanimous consent of | 
the House to take up and consider a resolution, 
heretofore offered by him, for the appointment of 
a select committee to examine and report the situ- 
ation of the West Point Academy. 

Objection being made, Mr. HAWES moved to 
suspend the rule for that day, in order to dispose 
of his resolution; which was negatived. 

Mr. MILLER moved to suspend the rule for 
one hour, for the purpose of enabling the com- 
mittees to report; which was negatived. 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
contested election from North Carolina. 


Two motions were pending; the first in order |, 


was that of Mr. Mann, of New York, making 


the report of the Committee of Elections the spe- | 
for Wednesday next; and | 


cial order of the da 
the second proposition was that of Mr. Harp, to 
recommit the report with instructions, to allow 
further time to the sitting member for taking ad- 
ditional testimon 


Mr. NEWLAND, (the petitioner,) having per- 


mission to appear in his own behalf, addressed | 


the House: As he had before stated, he was but 
a plain cultivator of the soil, and made no pre- 
tensions to high learning; therefore, if he trans- 

ressed the rules of order, he hoped it would not 

e imputed to any other motive than the proper 
one. He wished merely to lay the plain, simple 
state of facts before the House. From the state- 
ments which had been made in that House the 
inference was to be drawn that the petitioner had 
endeavored to take advantage of the sitting mem- 
ber. He denied any such charge, and merely 


wished to call the attention of gentlemen to the | 


facts. It had been said by the sitting member 
that the petitioner had occupied nearly all the 
time for taking testimony, so that he (the sitting 
member) had not an opportunity of getting his 
testimony. Now, Mr. v had to remark, that 
the election was held in August, and on the 20th 
of that month, when the polls were compared, he 
had addressed many of his friends, in the pres- 
ence of his honorable opponent, and had stated 
his intention to contest his election, if it was the 
wish of the people that he should do so. 
fourth Monday of September, the court met in 
Burke county; and at that time his honorable op- 
ponent was aware of the petitioner’s intention to 
contest his right to his seat, and he might have been 
engaged in taking testimony throughout the coun- 
ties at the courts which followed, if he had been 
so disposed. The sitting member attended all 
these courts, where he might have been employed 
in the collection of evidence. 

Mr. N. said he served notice on his opponent 
at the September court. How, then, could the 
petitioner have been receiving evidence without 
the knowledge of the sitting member? The peti- 
tioner’s object was, in taking the course of going 
to the different county courts, to give the sitting 
member an opportunity of obtaining testimony. 
If gentlemen would only take the trouble to look 
at the documents, they would see which was en- 
titled to the most credit. Mr. N. stated several 
places in his district at which he had taken evi- 
dence, and where the evidence was cross-exam- 
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/on those same days at other places. 





ined, either by the sitting member or his agents. 
He wished to call the attention of the House to 
another fact, that on the 2d of November he 
(the petitioner) had notified his opponent of his 
intention to take testimony at Morgantown on 
the 30th of that month, and at Flat Rock on 
the 26th of the same month; but, after that notice 
had been served, the sitting member had notified 
the petitioner of his intention to take testimony 
The peti- 
tioner had also been notified to attend examina- 


‘tions in places two hundred miles apart on the 


same day. If gentlemen will examine the notices 
they will find that, so far from the eee throw- 
ing obstacles in the way of taking testimony, 


| it was the sitting member who threw the obstacles 


in the way of the petitioner. He remarked, that 
the notices were in conformity with the laws of 
North Carolina. When the subject was before 


| the committee, the petitioner had expressed his 
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| an abstract. 
| abstract; but although the sitting member was 


readiness to trust his fate to the testimony then in 
his possession. After the committee had exam- 
ined the testimony, they were informed that = 
would be heard by the committee. Mr. N. recol- 
lected (he said) he was content with the testimony 
then in their possession. He recollected a motion 
was made in the committee, that the testimony 
be submitted to them, that they might make out 
He fell to work to make out his 


there, and had the evidence in his possession, he 
declined making out any. When the committee 
next met, he (the petitioner) submitted his ab- 
stract, but there ell tet one word been said about 


| further time until they had examined the docu- 


ments. He did not wish to detain the House, but 
he wished to correct a statement which had been 
made there. It had been stated that, in the case 
of Talifer and Hungerford, there was more time 
than in the present for taking depositions. It 
had been stated that the parties then commenced 
taking depositions in September, but it had been 


| carefully kept out of view that Congress met at 
| that time a month earlier than they do now. Con- 


gress then met in November; so that the time 
allowed in the present case was longer than the 
time then allowed. He had again to state to the 
House that he had no sinister motive to bring him 
there, but that he came, as he conceived, by the 
will of a majority of the freemen of his district, 
not to maintain his own rights alone, but to main- 
tain the rights of his constituents. He wished, 
in all due deference to the House, to state that 
their forefathers, in the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion, had said that each House shall be the judge 
of their own elections, evidently intending that 
they were the guardians of the righis of the people. 
Therefore, if he was rightfully entitled to the seat 
he ought to have it; and all he asked was stern 


| justice. 


No N.’s speech will appear hereafter. ] 
r. HOWARD said that, as both the candi- 
dates for membership had now addressed the 
House, it seemed asif the argument was closed, 
and the judicial functions of the House about to 
commence. The question under consideration 
was one of time, as the sitting member had re- 
quested a postponement of the final trial until he 
could have an opportunity of collecting further 
testimony. Whencalled upon to vote upon this 
prayer, Mr. H. said that he found it sustained by 
many considerations of great weight. The sit- 
member alleged that he could not proceed 
with justice to himself; and a respectable minor- 
ity of the committee had recommended that the 
indulgence should be granted. He had looked 
into the case so far, and so far only, as to enable 
himself to give a correct vote upon the question 
of time, and regretted to say that he could not 
rant it. Fora vote, apparently so unkind and 
harsh, he begged leave to assign his reasons, 
which, if not well-founded, could be shown to be 
so, and he would cheerfully change his vote. It 
seemed to him that, if the testimony was in an 
imperfect state, it was the fault of the sitting 
member that it was so; and if he should lose his 
seat in consequence of this imperfection, the re- 
sult must be attributed to the error of judgment 
into which the sitting member had fallen, respect- 
ing his duty to his district and to the House. In 


order to Dring the point distinctly up, he would 
request the Cle 


rk to read the passages which he 
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had marked in the report of the Committee of 
Elections. 

| The Clerk accordingly read two extracts, show- 
ing that the sitting member and minority of the | 
committee were of opinion that the evidence was | 
left ae rfect from the necessity of his attending 


to his « 
gress. 


uty at Washington at the opening of Cou- 


Mr. H. said that he wholly dissented from the | 


opinion just read. It seemed to him that one of 
the first duties of the House, after its organiza- 


to the performance of all other duties, 


only who had been legally elected should sit and 


vote upon matters of deep public interest, which | 


were often decided by a single vote. If this were 
true, it became the duty of every member to in- 
crease the facilities of the House for the decision 
of conflicting claims with as much promptness 
as justice would admit. The collection o 


first daty which the sitting member owed to the 
House, and he erred in judgment when he aban- 
doned the field in the midst of the investigation, 
trusting the prosecution of the inquiry to friends 


or agents who had omitted to fulfill it. The per- | 


Bona eer of the sitting member 
ought to have been given to the scrutiny, because 
there was no duty which he could have been 


called upon to perform in Washington of such | 


urgency «#s the investigation of his own title to a 
seat. ‘The consequence of the error was, that 
now, in the middle of March, the House was 


called upon to postpone its final inquiry into the | 


case, in order that the sitting member might either 
leave his seat and repair to his district to obtain 
additional testimony, or again trust those agents 
whw had already disappointed him. Mr. H. said 
that he meant no disrespect to the sitting mem- 
ber; but it was one of those cases where a public 
man must construe his duty for himself, and abide 
by the consequences if he judged erroncously. 


If he had moved into his building before exam- || 


ining whether its foundations were secure, and it 


should tumble upon him, the misfortune could be | 


attributed only to the oer, zeal with which he 


had taken possession. Had it been his own case, | 


(Mr. H. said,) he would not have left his adver- 
sary in possession of the ficld, but remained as 
long as the combat went on. It was the case of 


two generals who had fought a battle, in which | 


one appeared to be worsted, but the victor had 
gone too soon into winter-quarters. His oppo- 


after post; and now this House, a neutral party, 
is asked to interpose, and obtain a postponement 
of further operations, until the field 

taken and the lost ground recovered. Justice to 
the parties, to the people of the district, and to 
the nation, forbade it. Itwas now the middle of 
March; and if the defective state of the evidence 
was owing to the error of the sitting member, 
what was the condition of the petitioner? For 
three months and a half he had prosecuted his 
claim; and if the friends of the sitting member had 
consulted together to devise a plan by which 
most effectually to baffle the petitioner, none could 
have been adopted more likely to succeed than to 
procrastinate the inquiry during the whole winter, 
and in the spring obtain a further grant of time. 
But, he again said, that he imputed nothing of 
the kind to the sitting member or his friends, who 
were no doubt convinced of the justice of his 
cause, and disposed to uphold it by the fairest 
proceedings. He compared the House to pas- 
sengers in a stage-coach, for a journey of thirty 
miles, empowered to decide upon the rights to 
seats. One of these being claimed, the petitioner 
was told to run along for ten miles, and then the 


case would be decided; but at the end of that time || 


he is told that the passengers have been talking 
about other things, and he must continue his 
pursuit for ten miles more—when, two thirds of 
the journey being over, he shall be allowed to 
come in, if his right shall be confirmed. ; 
Mr. H. said he had thus presented, as briefly 
as possible, his reasons for declining to grant 
further time; but was willing to take up the case 


testi- | 
mony was therefore in the direct discharge of the | 


can again be | 
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| upon the evidence before the House, which he 

|| would examine without prejudice. 

|| Mr. GRAHAM said it must be borne in mind 

| by the House that, at each time that he had ad- 
dressed them, it was a matter of sheer duty to 

| himself. It had been said by the petitioner that 


_he had given notice at the comparing of the polls | 


| 

|| of his intention to contest the election. Mr. G. 

| knew that the petitioner had made such a state- 

‘| ment, but it had been made to an assembly of 
impossible for him to say whether he intended 

, to do so or not, from that assertion. 


already been set apart for that purpose. 
asked how he was to take testimony in any other 
way, when the petitioner had every day appro- 
priated to himself? With regard to what had 
fallen from the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
_Howarp,] he had only to say that, whatever 
might be his notion, Mr. G. was bound to con- 
form to the opinion of his constituents; and how- 
ever much he might respect that gentleman’s 


constituents more. Mr. G. then read letters from 


three of the persons which he had appointed | 
agents to take testimony and cross-examine wit- | 


nesses, stating that for various reasons they had 
not been enabled to perform that duty. 

Mr. NEWLAND, in reply, remarked that, if 
he were disposed to pursue the same course 
/ adopted by the sitting member, he could have 

produced a large number of letters of the same 
tenor, but he had resolved to abide by the usual 


action of that House and the laws of the State of | 


| North Carolina. This observation applied equally 

to additional depositions which had been tendered 
to him, but he liad refrained from availing him- 
self of them for the same reason. 

Mr. BOYD adverted to a few facts in the report 
of the committee, showing that full and sufficient 
| notices had in all cases been given to the sitting 
member, and that any complaint on that ground 


| reason from the petitioner than his opponent. 


the strict requisition of the laws of North Caro- 
lina required. 


mittee of Elections. 

Mr. MAURY explained that he had distinctly 
recollected, at one meeting of the committee, at 
which all the members were not present, that a 
| majority of those present deemed the notice in- 


be allowed more time. 
Mr. BOYD had not charged any one with mis- 


held it was natural to expect a discrepancy of 
recollection. 


| passed on the sufficiency of the notices before 
| they entered on the testimony. His recollection 
| varied from that of the gentleman from Tennessee. 


Mr. MAURY said the 


_ prised of it in time. 
‘able chairman of the committee to state what his 
‘| recollection was on this point. 


but he would say he was not in the habit of com- 
municating anything to either of the parties, un- 
less under instructions of the committee. He did 


| protest. 


| dication of an intention to take depositions, 


| day, but the motion was negatived. 
| 

|| most distinct recollection that the committee did 
act on the preliminary question long before the 
| middle of January. 

| Mr. HARD next obtained the floor, but gave 
| way to 


i Mr. MAURY, who desired to explain. The 


Cy || persons, and not to him personally, and it was | 
tion, was to inspect the validity of the tides of | 


those who presented themselves as members, in | 
order to settle all conflicting claims which might | 
arise, and this duty was in its nature preliminary | 
The | 


nation at large had a right to ron ee that those | 


|| cision was made before the 
The peti- | 
tioner had also stated that he had given notice | 
that he would take testimony on days which had | 


Mr. G. | 


opinions, still he respected the opinion of his | 


would have come with far more propriety or | 


The former had not only served the latter with | 
notices in due time, but with even more time than 


Mr. B. also entered into a state- | 
ment of sundry facts which occurred in the Com- | 


sufficient, and that the sitting member ought to | 
nent had continued the contest, and captured post || 


representation; but where so many meetings were | 


The sitting member had not made | 
| the application in time, and the committee had | 


rotest of the sitting | 
| member had been overruled, and he was not ap- | 
He called upon the honor- 


Mr. CLAIBORNE tould not undertake to re- | 
late everything that occurred in the committee, 


/communicate to Mr. Graham the action on his | 
He recollected, also, a meeting of the | 
| committee, at which a majority of those present | 

were of opinion the notices were sufficient; that | 
_is, that they contained a sufficient indication of an | 
_ intent to dispute the election, and a sufficient in- | 


Mr. WISE here called for the orders of the | 


r. BOYD again proceeded, and said he had a | 


March 17, 


einen 


gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Boyp] had re- 
marked that he was borne out in the statements 
which he had made by the recollections of several] 
members of the committee. He (Mr. M.) was 





were substantially set forth in the report which 
was signed by four members of the minority, 
He repeated that his recollection was distinct 
\| that on the 15th of January the chairman was 

instructed to notify Mr. Graham that his protest 
had been overruled, and, in point of fact, no de- 


ay to which he had 
referred. Several days previous to that time he 
had been asked by the sitting member, if they 
had come to any decision upon his protest, and 
he informed him that they had not, but were 
waiting for a full meeting of the committee. 

Mr. HARD again addressed the House, and 
contended that the’ notices given to the sitting 
member by Mr. Newland, were informal and 
insufficient, both as to time and substance. He 
urged the propriety of granting further time to the 
sitting member to take testimony essential to his 
defense, and to a correct decision of the case; and 
entered into a particular description of the notices, 
|| to show not only their insufficiency, but that their 

general character was so indefinite and vague as 
to preclude the sitting member from the opportu- 
nity of taking all the testimony which he deemed 
necessary. F 

Before Mr. H. concluded his remarks, the hour 
arrived for proceeding to the consideration of the 
special order. 

Mr. BOYD moved to suspend the rule, for the 


purpose of proceeding with the consideration of 
the contested election. 


Mr. GALBRAITH called for the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered; and were as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Beale, 
Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Borden, Boul- 
din, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Burns, Bynum, Carr, Casey, 
Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, Cleve- 
land, Coffee, Coles, Conner, Craig, Cushman, Davis, De- 
berry, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, 
Farlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, James 
Garland, Gillet, Graham, Grantiand, Grayson, Griffin, Ha- 
ley, Joseph Hall, Hamer, Hannegan, Samuel S. Harrison, 
Hlawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Holsey, Hopkins, 
Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, Jar- 
vis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Gideon Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas 
Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job 
Maun, Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses 
Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, MeLene, Miller, 
Montgomery, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Phelps, Pinck- 
ney, John Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Schenck, Augustine 
il Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, Sutherland, Thomas, 
Toucey, Towns, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagcner, 
Ward, Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—125. 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Bailey, 
Bell, Bond, Briggs, John Calhoon, William B. Calhoun, 
Cambreleng, Campbell, Carter, George Chambers, John 
Chambers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Crane, Cushing, Darling- 
ton, Denny, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, Forester, Philo C. 
Fuller, Granger, Graves, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Harlan, 
Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, In- 
gersoll, Janes, Henry Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, 
Luke Lea, Lincoln, Sampson Mason, Maury, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Peyton, Phillips, Pickens, Reed, 
Rencher, Russell, William B. Shepard, Shields, Sloane, 
Spangler, Standefer, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Waddy 
Thompson, Underwood, Vinton, Washington, White, Whit- 
tlesey, Sherrod Williams, and Wise—72. 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rules, in 
order to enable him to submit a motion to rescind 
the order of the House making the appropria- 
tion bills the special order for each day, and called 
for the yeas and nays on his motion; which were 
10t ordered. 

The motion of Mr. Hawes was then nega- 
tived without a count. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. CAMBRELENG, the 
House, pursuant to the special order of the 26th 
January, then resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state ofthe Union. (Mr. Hamer 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the naval service 
of the United States for the year 1836. The 
question pending was the motion of Mr. Bett, 
to strike out the following item from the bill: 


| 
For improvement and necessary repairs of the navy- 
| yard at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, sixty-seven thousand 


| satisfied that the facts which he had submitted 































dollars. 
Mr. B. having withdrawn his previous motion 
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to reduce the said item 
the foregoing. 

Mr. BELL, who was entitled to the floor, rose 
and addressed the House at length. 
had long desired to state, in justice to himself, | 
that he had no hostility to this branch of the ser- 
vice, but, on the contrary, he was for an increase 
of it; and the remarks of the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuamsers] on that point had 
his most hearty concurrence. What he wished 
was a full investigation of the subject. With | 
regard to the number of navy-yards, although 
experienced officers had expressly laid it down 
that two would be a sufficient number, Mr. B. 
was willing to concede four, which number he 
deemed amply enough. 
one way to settle this sebject, and that was by 
bringing the influence of the Executive to bear 
upon it. He inquired why it was that no special 
messages had been sent in on this subject? {t had 
been thrown out that there were political reasons | 
why some of these navy-yards were kept up, and 
that the naval statian at Portsmouth was to be 
fostered, because the people of New Hampshire 
had remained firm tothe Democratic party. He 
again recurred to the neglect of Pensacola by the 
General Government, and complained that no 
special message had ever been forwarded thereon. | 
Mr. B. then said he should proceed witha general 
inquiry into the state and condition of the Gov- | 
ernment, and the policy of the present Adminis- 
tration. He froukd have preferred doing this on 


the fortification bill; but he had reason to appre- || ations of the present year, and to the probable 


hend that the bill under consideration was the | 
only one which would be debated in committee, | 
till near the close of the session. The present 
bill, however, provided for a very considerable 
increase from former appropriations, he believed 


ried out an expenditure of $100,000,000 would 
beinvolvedin it. Besides this, such a discussion 
as was desired could not be got up in any other 
way but on appropriation bills. He dwelt atsome 
length upon the resolution adopted on the 26th of 
January, making these bills the special order of 
every day at one o’clock. That resolution was 
adopted on the very day the news was supposed 
to have arrived here of the proffered mediation 
of Great Britain; and the introducer of the reso- 
lution, [Mr. Mason, of Virginia,] from the pecu- 
liar station he occupied, (chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations,) must have been 

rivy to the news at the time he introduced it. 

he resolution was intended to suppress dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. MASON said, he regretted very much that 
the gentleman from Tennessee should indirectly 
impute an intention to him which he (Mr. M.) 
had heretofore, so far as he was concerned, most 

ositively disclaimed. In offering that resolution, 

fr. M. had no intention to trammel the House, 
or to preclude debate or discussion upon any par- 
ticular subject or class of subjects. 

Inregard to the knowledge, or supposed knowl- 
edge, of the intelligence referred to, Mr. M. had 
only to say, and at once to relieve the gentleman | 
from Tennessee from going into such proof, that 
at the time that proposition was submitted in the 
committee of which he had the honor to be chair- 
man—at the time it was there adopted—at the 
time it was reported to the House and passed upon 
by the House—Mr. M. had held no communi- 
cation with any member of the Administration, 
and had received no information, official or unof- 
ficial, direct or indirect, that there was any rea- 
son to believe that the mediation of Great Britain 


would be offered or accepted by this Government, || 


or that any such purpose was in contemplation. 
At no period of time, prior to the adoption of that 
resolution, was there in Mr. M.’s possession any 
cireumstance to justify such an idea. 

Mr. BELL said, the gentleman’s explanation | 
only proved that he was not in possession of the | 
information the position he occupied demanded. 
Mr. B. was assured of the faet that the news had 
been unofficially reccived in this city the day be- 
fore the special messenger, with the proffered 
mediation of England, had arrived. He was in 
possession of the evidence to substantiate this | 
fact. With regard to the resolution of the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] its spirit | 
was to suppress debate, and such had been its | 





He said there was but || on the same grounds, and with similar arguments. 


| 
| 
| 
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one half, and substituted | effect. He then referred to the proceedings of || present dominant party was the party to which 


| the House on the resolution of Mr. Apams re- || he had belonged, or the party which had elevated 


| Specting the loss of the fortification bill of the last |} General Jackson to the executive chair, though 


He said he | 


session, and condemned the course of certain gen- || many of the individuals were the same. 


tlemen on that subject. 

Mr. B. then read a variety of extracts from the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy to the Presi- 
dent of the United States in the year 1798, from 


| a memorial from certain citizens of Pennsylvania, 


after the passage of the alien and sedition laws, | 
from the publications of the late William BL. 
Giles, of Virginia, to show the analogy existing 


| between the party in power in 1798, and the party 


now in power. Their leading principles (he said) 
were the same, and they were vindicated precisely 


He, however, expressed it as his decided belief, 
that the present party was more to be dreaded 
than the party of 1798, because the latter were 
open in their warfare, and avowed their princi- 
ples; while the present party acted without that 


| avowal, and professed one set of principles, while 


| tlon gave to Congress the exclusive right to de- || 


they were governed by others totally at variance 
with them. Mr. B. remarked, that the Constitu- 


| 
| 


clare war or make peace, but recent practice had | 


shown that provision to be a dead letter. 


That 


sower was really in the hands of one man; and | 


if the President had said it was expedient to de- 


| 


clare war, he would ask what man of the party | rton, admit 0 
|| Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
Mr. B., recurring to the increased appropri- | 


would have gainsayed it? 


demand for the augmentation of the Nav 
the erection of fortifications, asserted that the re- 


| sources of the country would be entirely drained; 


| believing, as he did, in three years from this | 
| time the revenue from the public lands would be 
about $1,000,000; but if its principles were car- 


diminished down to less than a million. 


The 


| standing army of not less than twenty thousand 





men, and one hundred ships of the line: all this 
would lead to an increased annual taxation of not 
less than $5,000,000. With regard to his present 
position towards the Administration, and the 
relation he bore to the party in power, and the 
President of the United States, Mr. B. said he 
considered himself a supporter of the Administra- 
tion, and of the distinguished man now in power, 
in reference to every prominent feature and prin- 
ciple of his administration, except those which had 


grown out of the illegitimate desire to elect a | 
| favorite successor to the President. 


Mr. B. then quoted a passage from the special 


/message of the President of the United States, 
| communicating the acceptance of the mediation of 


England, and recommending to the attention of 
Congress the defenseless condition of the coun- 
try. On the latter point he commented at great 
length, and argued that its intent was to subserve 
yarty views in the coming presidential election. 
The best way to carry out the maxim, ‘in peace, 
to prepare for war,’’ was to provide for the pro- 
per organization of the civil department. 
shouid first set their own House ia order, and 
then the proper time would arrive to prepare the 
military defenses of the country. He called the 
attention of the House again to many of the prac- 
tices of the present Administration, of an inter- 


| ference by Government officers in the elections of 





members of that and the other branch of Con- 
gress. It was notoriously true, that nearly every 
Government officer, openly and without restraint, 
was now engaged in efforts for the success of a 
certain individual as successor to the presidency. 
It was notorious that, to every effect and sub- 
stance, they had a Government candidate for the 
presidency, having not —_ the personal influ- 
ence of the Government officers, but also wield- 
ing, uncontrolled, the enormous power of the 
surplus revenue. Even gentlemen who professed 
the doctrines of Jefferson, State-rights men—even 
gentlemen from the Commonwealth of Virginia— 
were all found arranged on the side of the Gov- 
ernment candidate for the presidency. At first, 
scarce an individual meni avow himself; but a 
few short months wrought a wonderful change, 
and gentlemen now thought the whole influence 
of the Government should be brought to bear to 
perpetuate the power of the present party, under 
the plea of principle. For himself, he denied that 
he had swerved from his principles, or that the 


and | 


They || 


| 





| 

| 

. 

| quantities. 


| 
| structed to inquire into the justice of granting to the State 
|| of Louisiana five hundred thousand acres of the public 

| lands within the limits of that State, in consideration of the 
| great benefit derived from the levees made and kept up at 
| individual expense, and the improvements, at the cost of the 


Mr. BELL, without concluding, gave way to 
Mr. BRIGGS, on whose motion the committee 
rose and reported progress; and then, on motion 


by Mr. WARD, the House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, arch 18, 1836. 

Mr. MORRIS presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Clermont county, Ohio, praying for 
the alteration of a certain post route; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Connecticut, engaged in the whale 
fisheries, praying the aid of Congress to fit out an 
exploring expedition; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported, without amendment, the bill 
from the House for the relief of Thomas Haliday. 

Also, from the same committee, unfavorable 
reports on the petitions of Augustus Jones and 
Huch Barton, administrators of Andrew Stewart. 


tary Affairs, to which the subject had been re- 


|| ferred, reported a bill providing for the purchase 


of the right to use certain inventions of William 
H. Bell to facilitate the firing of ordnance; which 
| was read, and ordered to a second reading. 
| Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported unfavorably on the bill from the 


|| House for the relief of Gilbert A. Smith and 
| proposition of the party in power contemplated a | 


others. 
| Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 


|| tion of Andrew A. Van Bibber, administrator of 


| Isaac Garrettson, deceased. 

Mr. MORRIS gave notice that he would to- 
morrow ask leave to bring in a bill to reduce the 
price of the public lands, and to prohibit the sales 
of lands except to actual settlers, and in limited 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. NICHOLS submitted the following reso- 
lutions; which lie on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 


| State, of the water courses, which by act of Congress are 


|| declared common highways, forever free trom any tax or 


| toll imposed by said State, 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in 
| structed to inquire into the expediency of an appropriation 
| 


for building or purchasing and equipping one or more steam 


| vessels, to be employed in giving more effectual protection 


| 


1 
| 


| 
| 


} 


\| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


aa ae 
———————— 


to the trade between New Orleans and the several ports of 
Mexico. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate any information in his pos 
session as to the expediency and probable cost of erecting 
a suitable building for the custom-house and district court 
in the city of New Orleans, 


Mr. SOUTHARD submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of making legislative provis- 
ion for the employment of boys in merchant vessels of the 
United States in proportion to their tonnage. 


BILL PASSED. 
The bill to authorize the conveyance of certain 


lands.belonging to the University of Michigan, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House were sev- 
erally read twice and referred: 

The bill making additional appropriations for 
the suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida; 

are ill for the relief of Nathaniel P. Tatum; 
an 

The bill for the relief of Alvarez Fisk, and the 
heirs ‘and legal representatives of Thomas Bb. 
| Eskridge. 
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Kina, of Ala- 
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bama, fixing the adjournment of Congress for 
some day in May next, was taken up, when 

Mr. KING moved to lay it for the present on 
the table, and said that when this resolution came 
to be finally acted on he would move to insert in 
the blank the 30th day of May. This motion 
was agreed to. 

The remainder of the resolutions lyin 
table, es that submitted by Mr. 
were considered and agreed to. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Benton, to 
expunge from the Journal of the Senate the reso- 
Jution of Mr. Cray, condemnatory of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, was taken up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. BENTON then addressed the Senate in a 
apeech of great length, in support of the resolu- 
tion; but before concluding he gave way to 

Mr. HUBBARD, on whose motion it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. Wessrer for ten days from 
to-day. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


ENTON, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, March 18, 1836. 


Mr. BOON moved to suspend the rules for one 
hour to enable the standing and select committees 
to report. 


Upon a count there appeared to be—ayes 49, | 


noes 64; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CONNOR moved a call of the House; 
which was negatived. 

Mr. BOON waived his motion to suspend the 
rules, and the Llouse resumed the consideration 
of the 


NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


‘Two motions were pending. The first in order 
was that of Mr. Mann, of New York, making the 
report of the Committee of Elections the special 
order of the day for Wednesday next; and the 
second proposition was that of Mr. Harp, to 
recommit the report with instructions, to allow 
further time to the sitting members for taking 
additional testimony. 

Mr. HARD continued, at considerable length, 
the remarks which he commenced yesterday. He 
wished to call the attention of the House to some 
of the facts which ought to induce them to grant 
further time to the sitting member to take testi- 
mony. In the first place, the notice given the 
sitting member was not sufficient, cither as to 
length of time, oras to form; and the sitting mem- 
ber had scarcely any of the time allowed him for 
taking evidence, after notice was given, because 
the petitioner occupied nearly the whole of it him- 
self. ‘That fact alone ought to induce the House 
to grant further time. As he was one of the mi- 
nority of the committee who had recommended 
further time to be given the sitting member, he felt 
called upon to show the reasons which had led them 
to that conclusion. The gentleman from Maryland, 
{Mr. Howarp,] who addressed the House yes- 
terday, had stated it as his opinion, that it was 
the paramount duty of the sitting member to have 
remained in his district, and that he should not have 
left it even to attend to a duty which was deemed 
ae the committee toevery other. Mr. 

1. did not agree with the honorable gentleman. 
He considered it the duty of the sitting member 
to have attended at the meeting of Congress, if 
for no other purpose than to maintain his right to 
his seat there. ‘The same remark might apply to 


the petitioner. The petitionerhad thought proper || 


to be there himself to attend to his own trial in 
propria persona. 
so much importance that the petitioner had re- 
mained there at his own expense, was it not of 
importance that the sitting member should be there 
also for the purpose of explaining and being heard 
before the committee in his own defense? The 
opinion of the gentleman from Maryland could 
not have proceeded from due reflection in the case. 
The question for the House to decide presented 
itself in one simple undivided point, which was 


| 
| 


| 


! 


| 
on the 


| 
i 
} 
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the collection of his evidence? He would appeal 
to the good sense of the House, whether the great 
extent of the districtand the short time allowed— 
not more than thirty days, for the collection of 
testimony, and that time employed almost exclu- 
sively by the petitioner—should not induce them 
to grant the sitting member further time to allow 
him to take his defensive evidence? He then re- 


| curred to some of the occurrences in committee on 


| 


the subject. 
On the 15th of December last was the first day 
on which the Committee of Elections met and 


were organized; at least, it was the first day that 


the parties had an opportunity of having their 
claims considered. The committee found a mass 
of testimony before them, and they permitted the 
petitioner to be heard by counsel, so that he had 
all his points laid clearly before the committee. 
When the counsel had closed his remarks, the 
sitting member rose and offered his geen ye ail 


| testing against receiving the evidence, and 0 ered 


reasons for rejecting 1t which were considered 
sound reasons by a portion of the committee; 


the committee from North Carolina was absent. 
It was found that the committee were divided in 
opinion as to the legality of the testimony. It 
was proposed that they should postpone the con- 
sideration of the case until the member from 


great deal on the hands of the committee, it was 


'| agreed that they should go on examining the tes- 


timony, and not come to a decision of the matter 
until the gentleman from North Carolina returned. 
Unfortunately, however, for the committee at that 
| time, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bu- 


| CHANAN] was taken sick, and they continued still | 
Ata subse- | 


| to examine the evidence in the case. 
quent day, however, a vote was taken, and it was 
found that a majority of the committee present 
| overruled the receiving of the protest; but the 
report would show that the decision was not made 

| until the 14th day of January. 
Mr. BOYD said he had stated, on the first day 


that the preliminary question was before the 


|| House, what he again intended to state—which 
|| was, that the sitting member had offered a protest, 
|| wishing to set aside the whole of the ener 
|, and that the only vote which was taken was the 


Well, if it became a matter of | 


| vote which overruled that protest, and that was 
/among the first acts of the committee in investi- 
| gating that case. 


Mr. HARD resumed, and again stated that the | 


| first decision of the committee was made known 
| to the sitting member on the 14th day of January. 
He contended that the sitting member was not 
bound to take any action in the matter until that 
| decision was made known to him. Soon after 
the 14th day of January, the sitting member 
applied for further time, which was as soon as he 
was bound to do so. In reply to what had been 
said about the sitting member applying to the 
House for further time, he had only to remark, 
that that would not have been the parliamentary 
course, and he had no doubt it would have been 
| objected to. 


LOB 


and the committee were then unwilling to decide, | 
because they might be liable to decide wrong. At | 
the next meeting of the committee the member of | 


North Carolina returned; but, as there was a) 


But, supposing he had presented a | 








| petition to the House, the usual course would be | 


to refer it to the committee that had charge of 
the subject; and it would have gone back to the 
committee, there to sleep. He would only ask, 
in reply to the charge of unnecessary and Mal 

sive delay, on whom was the charge to rest? The 
committee were ready to act at any time, and on 
whom the fault was to fall he would leave gentle- 
men to answer. 


Mr. MAURY did not rise for the purpose of 


a statement to the House; and he called upon the 


correctness of it; because it was proper that this 
matter should be truly presented to the House. 
About the middle of December, the protest of the 
sitting member was presented to the committee. 
At that time there were seven members of the 
committee present out of nine; the vote was 
taken, and of the seven members four were of 


opinion that the protest ought to be overruled; 


_and there were three of opinion that it ought to 
| be sustained, so that four was a minority of nine. 


this, has the sitting member had sufficient time for |! It was then suggested, as two members were 


making a speech, but for Scene of making | 


gentleman from Kentucky to admit or deny the | 





| 


E. 








the protest, that the matter might lie over, and a 
full session of the committee did not take place 
until the middle of January. At that time, it 
appeared that the protest was overruled, and no 
sooner; and at that time the chairman of the com- 
mittee informed the sitting member that his pro- 
test was overruled. He knew the fact was not 
made known formally to the sitting member, and 
he believed it had not been made known inform- 
ally at an earlier day. 

Mr. RENCHER said he did not wish to pro- 
tract the debate, but he wished to present some 
views which were necessary to come finally toa 
correct decision. He was satisfied that, by both 
the reports, the laws and constitution of North 
Carolina had been misconccived so far, that it 
was impossible for the House to decide with ref- 
erence to them. He would ask any gentleman 
to tell him by the reports what constituted a legal 
voter for the lower oo of the North Carolina 
Legislature? The report of the majority was 
silent as the grave on the subject, and the minor- 
ity had even done worse, for they had made 
a misstatement of the facts. If the petitioning 
gentleman obtained a seat on that floor, he must 
obtain it on grounds strictly technical and legal. 
Mr. R. here read an extract from the constitution 
of North Carolina, showing that a voter must be 
a resident of the county in which he votes one 

ear preceding the election. He said it would be 
Soa in mind that that provision related to the 
State Legislature, and showed that each voter 
shall vote in the county in which he resides, and 
that he shall have resided therein twelve months 
immediately preceding the election. It was sup- 
posed that provision did not apply in practice for 
members of Congress; and although a voter could 
not vote out of his county for members of the 
Legislature, yet he might vote out of the county, 
provided he voted in the district, for members of 
Congress. Well, it appeared that thirteen votes 
had been stricken from the sitting member’s list 
which were legal votes, but which had voted by 
the prevailing practice there in another county, 
but within his district. 

The CHAIR vemarked that it would not be in 
order to discus the merits of the report on the 
preliminary question. 

Mr. RENCHER resumed. He merely wished 
to state his reasons, by referring to the report 
for recommitting that report to the Committee of 
Elections, for the purpose of allowing the sitting 
member time to take farther testimony. He was 
going to show, that, although it was against the 
constitution, yet it was customary, and that they 
had not only custom to sanction it, but that even 
one of the brothers of the petitioner had voted out 
of the county of which he was a resident; but 
they had even more: the petitioner himself, whom 
he held in high esteem, had done so; therefore he 
considered it a reasonable mistake. It was a 
reasonable mistake for the people to make, when 
the petitioner himself made the same mistake. 

r. WHITTLESEY called for the orders of 
the day. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to suspend the 
rules for this day, for the purpose of proceedin 
with the consideration of the subject then pend- 
ing, and intimated, at the same time, that if it 
was not disposed of to-day he should renew a 
similar motion to-morrow. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered; and the vote was 
—yeas 11], nays74. 

YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, 
Beardsley, Beaumont, Boon, Bovee, Boyd, Brown, Burns, 
Bynum, Cambreleng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chapin, Na- 
thaniel H. Claiborne, Cleveland. Coffee Coles, Connor, 
Craig, Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Dicksen, Doubleday, 
Dromgoole, Effner, Fairfield, Fowler, French, William K. 
Fuller,Gillet, Glascock, Graham, Grantiand, Haley, Samuel 
8. Harrison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Henderson, Hol- 
sey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, Huntington, Ingham, Jabez 
Jackson, Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, Benja- 
min Jones, Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingen- 
smith, Lane, Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Thomas Lee, 
Leonard, Logan, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Martin, 
John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, Maury, 
Muy, McKeon, McKim, McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, 
Muhlenberg, Owens, Parker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. 
Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Pheips, Reed, Rencher, John 
Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Robertson, Rogers, 
Schenck, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Sickles, Smith, 
Sutherland, Thomas, Waddy Thompson, Toucey, Turner, 
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Vanderpoel, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, War*well, Webster, 
and Weeks—I11. ; - 

NAYS — Messrs. Chilton Allan, Hema Allen, Bailey, 
Banks, Beale, Bond, Bouldin, Briggs, Bunch, John Cal- 
noon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, George 
Chambers, John Chambers, Childs, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Cushing, Darlington, Deberry, Denny, Dunlap, Evans, 
Everett, Forester, Philo C. Fuller, James Garland, Granger, 
Graves, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Har- 
jan, Harper, Hazeltine, Heister, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, 
Ingersoll, Janes, Henry Johnson, Lawrence, Lay, Luke 
Lea, Lincoln, Love, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McComas, 
MecKennon, Mercer, Milligan, Morris, Phillips, Pickens, 
Russell, William B. Shepard, Shields, Standefer, Steele, 
Storer, Taliaferro, Underwood, Whittlesey, Sherrod Wil- 
liams, and Wise—74. 








So the House refused to suspend the rules. 


Mr. BYNUM inquired of the Chair, what 
would be the effect of the motion for the previous 

uestion? 

The CHAIR replied, that the subject had passed 
from before the a that day by the vote just 
taken. 

Mr. BYNUM then gave notice—premising that 
he asked for nothing but what was right, and 
was not disposed to submit to what was wrong— 
that he should move the previous question. 

The House then proceeded to the orders of the 
day. 

BENEDICT ALFORD AND ROBERT BRUSH. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution for the relief of Benedict Alford 
and Robert Brush. 

The resolution was presented under the follow- 
ing circumstances: At the first session of the 
Twenty-Third Congress, a bill passed the House 
of Representatives, granting pensions to Benedict 
Alford and Robert Brush, soldiers of the revolu- 
tionary war. By the Journals of the Senate, it 
appears that this bill was indefinitely postponed 
in that body, and the House of Representatives 
was so notified; and itis also so entered in the 
Journal of the House. The postponement of the 
bill in the Senate in the hurry of business at the 
last hour of the session was inadvertently over- 
looked by the enrolling clerk, as well as by the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills in the House, and it 
was enrolled and signed by the officers of the two 
Houses, and presented to and approved by the 
President. A few days after the adjournment of 
Congress, the error was discovered in the Clerk’s 
office of the House of Representatives, and notice 
of the fact was immediately given to the War 
Department. The Secretary of War thereupon 
declined complying with the provisions of the 
bill, under the conviction that it was nota valid 
statute. At the last session of Congress the 
President communicated the fact to the Senate by 
message. No action in the case was, however, 
had in either House at the last session. At the 

resent session Benedict Alford again presented 

iis petition, which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. The committee re- 
ported that, in its opinion, the act was a valid 
one, and that no further legislation was necessar 
to give a pension to the petitioner, which, in their 
opinion, the Secretary of War was bound to pay 
him. A member of the committee, differing from 
the majority, after the report was made, moved 
the resolution directing the Secretary of War to 
execute the act, which had passed in the manner 
herein stated; and the discussion on a former day, 
and on the peas occasion, was mainly, whether 
or not the bill of the first session of the Twenty- 
Third Congress was, under the circumstances 
above stated, a valid act or not. 

The motion pending, was that of Mr. Vinton, 
to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with instructions to report whether 
the act mentioned in the resolution was a law of 
the land or not. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY expressed the hope that 
the instructions would be withdrawn, and the 
resolution referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary without further debate. 

Mr. WISE made a few remarks in opposition 
to the validity of the act; when 

Mr. WHITTLESEY moved to postpone the 
—— to Friday next; but. withdrew the motion 
at the request of 


Mr. INGERSOLL, who offered a substitute for || 


the motion of Mr. Vinton, directing the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report a bill, if they 


should deem it proper, for the relief of the per- | the House, that gentleman deems it necessary 
| 


sons mentioned in the resolution. 
After some remarks by Messrs. INGERSOLL | 
and DICKERSON, 
Mr. WHITTLESEY renewed the motion to | 
ostpone the whole subject until Friday next; | 
But subsequently withdrew it. 
The discussion was further continued b 
Messrs. TOUCEY, INGERSOLL, ROBERT: 
SON, MERCER, LANE, McKEON,JUDSON, 
and CRAIG. | 
At the suggestion of Mr.Hotsey, Mr. Incer- 
suLL accepted a modification of his amendment, | 


Judiciary Committee to the Committee on Revo- | 
lutionary Pensions. 
The discussion was then further continued by | 
Mr. Ho sey, when | 
Mr. GILLET moved the previous question. _ | 
Mr. VINTON modified his motion, by direct- | 
| ing the Committee on the Judiciary, if they should | 
| be of opinion that the act was not a vali eas to 


relief ought to be granted to them. 

The motion for the previous question was not 
seconded. 

After various propositions to amend, and some 
further remarks and suggestions by Messrs. 
BEARDSLEY,SUTHERLAND, ANTHONY, 
ADAMS, INGERSOLL, GRENNELL, KEN- 
NON, and EVERETT, the substitute proposed 
by Mr. Incerso tt, for the motion of Mr. Vinton, 
was negatived—ayes 63, noes 65. 

Mr. ADAMS shes moved a substitute for the 
motion of Mr. Vinton, in substance that the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions be in- 
structed to report a bill for the relief of Benedict 
Alford and Robert Brush; which was agreed to 
—ayes 80, noes not counted. 





to change the reference of the subject from the || 


| 
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to 





enforce the gag law. His honorable colleague had 
said, at the same time, that he would demand 
nothing but what was right, and he would sub- 
mit to nothing wrong; which being interpreted, 


he presumed, meant that his colleague (Mr. 
Bynum] should not ask to speak more than a 
half dozen of times, and that his other colleagues 
should not speak a single time. Mr. R. was 
anxious that this question should be decided 
speedily, but he was more anxious that it should 
be decided correctly. He was one of those who 
moved at an early period of the session that the 
rules should be suspended, so that the House 
might have an opportunity to decide it; but after 
his colleague [Mr. Bynum] had made four or five 
speeches, he deemed it his duty to submit his 
views, humble as they might be, for the consid- 
eration of the House. It was true he had voted 
against a suspension of the rules, but he did so 
because some of his colleagues were absent. He 


| had no other object in view, except justice and 
report a bill for the benefit of the persons named || truth, and in the pursuit of that he hoped he 
in the same, if they should be of opinion that || would be respectful to the committee and to the 


House, and conform himself to the rules of the 
House. 
When he was arrested yesterday, he was en- 


| deavoring to show that the reports of both the 
| majority and the minority of A 

failed to give the constitutional grounds on which 
they had declared votes illegal. 


1e committee had 


He then took 
occasion to ask what was the qualification of « 


| voter for the lower branch of the Legislature of 








So the joint resolution was committed to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, with the 
instructions moved by Mr. Apams. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The CHAIR laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
from the Topographical Bureau, of the survey of 
a railroad from Pensacola to Columbus, Georgia; 
which was laid on the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

The House then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, March 19, 1836. 


when it appeared that only eighty-eight members 
| (no quorum) were in attendance. 

Mr. CRAIG moved a call of the House, and 
| asked for the yeas and nays on his motion; which 
| were ordered, and were—yeas 40, nays 90. 

So the motion for a call of the House was neg- 

atived. 

A quorum being present, the Journal was then 


s 


| 
The House was called to order at eleven o’clock, 
| 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
NORTH CAROLINA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Two motions were pending. ‘The first in order 
was that of Mr. Mann, of New York, making 
the report from the Committee of Elections the 
special order of the day for Wednesday next; and 
the second proposition was that of Mr. Harp, 

| to recommit the report, with instructions to allow 


additional testimony. 

Mr. RENCHER, who was entitled to the floor, 
spoke at considerable length in support of the 
motion to recommit the report to the committee. 
Before he proceeded to the argument, he wished 
to reply to the annunciation of his colleague, [Mr. 
Byrnum,] who (he said) had deemed it necessary 

: rise in his place, and state distinctly to the 
| 
} 


= time to the sitting member for taking 


House that he would, on Tuesday next, call for 
the previous question. Mr. R. was surprised to 
hear such an annunciation come from that par- 
ticular quarter. It would be borne in mind by the 
| House that his colleague had made four speeches 
| on that question, and consumed more time than 
all his colleagues put together; and now, when his 
| other colleagues wanted to lay their views before 


| er’s brother had fell into the same error. 





that State. He had desired to present extracts 
from the constitution of North Carolina to the 
House, and it* was with difficulty that he could 
find a single copy of the constitution of that State 
in the Capitol; then, how was it possible for the 
House to examine into the constitution and laws 
of North Carolina, unless copies had been laid 
on the tables of the members? His object in the 
remarks he had made was to show that no man 
was entitled to vote for a member of Congress in 
North Carolina who had not been a resident in 
the county for twelve months immediately pre- 
ceding the election; and he had taken occasion 
to say, that there was a practice existing there 
by which they voted in any county in the dis- 
trict. Many of the voters supposed the purposes 
of the constitution were answered if they were 

ualified voters, no matter where they voted in 
their district. He had shown that this was a 
mistake which prevailed among them; that the 
petitioner himself fell into the same mistake; that 

e gave his vote not in the county in which he 
resided, but in a different county, in which he 
happened to be at the time; and that the petition- 
Yet it 
| appeared, from the motion of the petitioner, that 
| the sitting member was to be deprived of votes 
| given in this very way; the petitioner at the same 


| time was asking a seat there on grounds strictly 


technical and legal. Mr. R. said he should vote 
to strike all those votes from the sitting member’s 
poll, because the constitution was peremptory 
/and absolute. He regretted exceedingly that he 
| should be called upon to disfranchise some of the 
qualified voters because of that mistake. He 
| regretted that he was called upon to do so, but 
the law was imperative, and he should do it. 
Whether it was gencrous in the petitioner to ask 
this to be done, was for his own conscience to 
settle, but Mr. R. would do what he conceived 
to be right. The petitioner had given the sitting 
member the notice the law had required. But he 
did not intend to discuss the validity of the notice, 
but only wished to ascertain whether further time 
was not necessary, to show that the sitting mem- 
ber was not pulhetentie on his guard, and that 
the House should extend to him some indulgence. 

Why did the petitioner lie by for two months 
after the election? The petitioning gentleman had 
laid by from the time the election was held in Au- 
~_ until the 2d of October; and then what did 

edo? He gave notice that he intended to con- 
test the election because illegal votes had been 
given the sitting member, and legal votes had been 
refused the petitioner. Mr. R. asked if any notice 
could be more vague? Who were the illegal 
voters who had voted for the sitting member ? and 
who were the legal voters that had been refused 
the petitioner? and where were they to be found 
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He wished to present to the consideration of the 


liouse another view of the question, and he | 


wished to impress it on those members who 
came from States whose elections were viva voce. 
In Virginia and Kentucky they vote viva voce. 
Each name is called out and registered, and oppo- 
site to the name of the voter is placed the name 
of the candidate for whom he votes; and when an 
election is there contested, all the sitting member 
has to do is to see the 
certain who voted and how he voted. That, 
however, was not the case in North Carolina; 
there the sitting member could see who voted, but 
how he voted would have to be ascertained in 
a different way. ‘There you have to go into the 
precincts and ascertain by inquiry how each per- 
son voted. On the 2d of October the petitioner 
gave the sitting member notice of an intention to 
contest the election. The sitting member from 
thet time was to procure the poll-books and go 
through an extent of country upwards of two 
hundred miles in length to ascertain how his con- 
stituents had voted: and at the same time the 
grounds on which his election was contested were 
concealed from him. The notices would have 
been definite, if the names of the persons who 
were charged as illegal voters had been stated to 
him; but no such thing was intimated to him. If 
even the witnesses by whom the petitioner ex- 
pected to prove those illegal votes had been stated 
to the sitting member, he would have known what 
to do. Mr. R. would ask the House, if 1t had been 
the intention of the petitioner to devise a plan to 
keep the situng member in the dark, if one could 
have been more cunningly devised? The peti- 
tioner passes through the district, and ascertains 
that illegal votes had been given to the sitting 
member, and legal votes refused the petitioner, 
and then, after two months, he gave notice of his 
intention to contest the election, and that notice 
as vague as it possibly could be. The votes that 
were to be disclosed as illegal were kept from the 
sitting member, so that he could not tell what to 
do, while the petitioner knew how to proceed in 
the matier. He would ask the House, if two 
months could be considered reasonable notice in 
a large congressional district, where they vote by 
ballot, and where the sitting member was to as- 
certain how the votes were given by going and 
examining evidence. Whi did the petitioner not 
give notice atonce ? Why were those two months 


»0ll-book, and he can as- | 


occupied by him in hunting up those illegal votes ? | 


That was the difficulty. 


Mr. B. said the ease of Taliferand Hungerford | 


had been referred to, and he would take occasion 
also to make some reference to it. 
from the State of Virginia, where they voted riva 


: ’ 
voce, and where you can ascertain the illegal votes | 
The election took | 


by referring to the poll book. 


That case was | 


place in April, and in May Mr. Talifer gave notice | 


to Mr. Hungerford of his intention to contest the 
election; he specified the grounds on which he 
contested the election; he specified the votes 
given illegally, and specified all the witnesses by 
whom he was to prove those illegal votes; but it 
appeared that Hungerford neglected to procure 
evidence, although Talifer had given him ample 
notice; yet the Committee of Elections, notwith- 
standing Hungerford’s neglect, decided that he 
should have more time to take testimony. They 
reported in favor of granting time; but the House, 


refused, by a small majority, to grant further | 


time. 
tee of Elections agreed that further time should 
be given, notwithstanding the assertion in the 


report of the present committee, that granting of || 


further time was unprecedented. Inarecent case, 
too, that of Moore and Letcher, the House 
agreed that further time should be given to both 
parties. In this case, too, the vote was taken 
viva voce, and notice was given immediately, so 


that both parties went to taking testimony at | 


once. Ele conceived that a stronger case than 
this could not be presented, for both 
been taking testimony for four mont 


and the House sent both parties back to take 
testimony. 


There was a case in which the Commit- | 








in a district two hundred and fifty miles in length? '| answer to it at present that both parties did not 


apply for time. If one party objected to it, it 


| was evidently taking advantage of the other; and 


was the petitioner afraid of hearing the truth in 
this case? He knew not that this was the fact; 
but he was in favor of letting the twelfth district 
speak her own voice, and not put a voice into her 
mouth. In the Moore and Letcher case, the par- 
ties had six months to collect evidence; and the 
committee were not then able to decide which of 
the parties were entitled to the seat; yet, in the 
present case, gentlemen’ had intimated that it 
might be settled in a few hours. He knew the 
present was a difficult question to settle, because 
the report of the committee was a perfect insolv- 
able riddle. 
{[Mr. Boyp] suppose the House was to take his 
report upon faith? It would seem so. He would 
ask if there were any one who could tell the prin- 
ciples on which that report was founded? Then, 


if the members of the present House could not | 
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arch 19, 
relation to the evidence of those two seis. 
men. ]} 

Mr. R. said, that it would be seen that the re 


‘ port 
stated that Robert Hall swore that it wa 


8 cus- 


| tomary to correct such mistakes. Now, (Mr, Rt. 


| said,) Robert Hall swore no such thing; he swore 


that it was customary for men who live in the 
district to vote at whatever county in the district 
they might be at; and he swore nothing else, 


|The report said there was no positive proof to 


Did the gentleman from Kentucky | 


tell, how much more difficult would it be for | 
members of future Congresses to tell ? 
A gentleman from New York (Mr. Vanprer- || 


poet] had said that the question might be de- 
cided ina single hour; yet the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Boy] had not been able to make 
a report in the case inless thantwo months. He 


thought it would be difficult for the House to de- || 


cide in one hour what had cost the gentleman 
from Kentucky two months’ arduous labor. He 


| said it was not as the gentleman from Maryland 


{[Mr. Howarp] supposed. It was not because 
the sitting member did not consider his case 
strong enough that he made the application, but 
it was because he wanted to put it beyond all sort 
of doubt. 


that the sitting member would be sustained in 
his seat, and he would stake his all upon the 


vertible evidence; but if the sitting member and 
the petitioner can take further testimony, let it be 
done. 


to be decided at once. It would be recollected 


that, in the case of Moore and Letcher, although | 


Kentucky was deprived of one of her Represent- 


atives, yet they did not press a conclusion until | 
the facts in the case could be ascertained. The | 


petitioner had received at the hands of the com- 


| mittee and of the House all the indulgence it was 


ese to receive. He had been entitled to the 
vencfit of able counsel in the committee-room; 


and, if the committee had gone by the strict rules || 
of parliamentary law, they would have decided | 


every question in favor of the sitting member, 
for a majority of the committee were at all times 
in favor of the sitting member. 

All the important questions had been decided 
by a member of the committee in his sick cham- 
ber. Here was a most unparliamentary proceed- 
ing, yet it had been allowed. They have taken 
the vote of amember of the committee in his sick 
chamber; and was it possible, under these cireum- 
stances, that the House can refuse the application 


| of the sitting member for further time, to take 
| testimony, when the reasons and authority he 


had assigned were all so favorable to the appli- 
cation for further time? He wished now to ex- 
amine some parts of the report of the committee, 
for the purpose of showing that, in point of fact, 


it did not state what actually existed, and that it 
in consequence of Hungerford’s entire neglect, |! 


stated that which did not exist; and he thought 
if he could show this, the House would not refuse 


| to recommit the report to the committee to be cor- 


rected, and to put the House in the possession of 
the means to decide the question for themselves. 
The Committee of Elections had stated in their 
report that, if the oe had been made at 
the commencement of the session, it would not 


| have been granted; and state that no authority 


could be found for doing so. Mr. R. said he had 


just cited the case of Talifer and Hungerford, in 


which the Committee of Elections had decided that 


| further time should be allowed, but the House 
arene had | 
ns; yet the | 
parties and the House conceived that they had | 


had refused to grant time; and he had cited the 
case of Moore and Letcher to show that the House 


once they had || had granted further time. 
not taken enough to do justice to their district, | 


{Mr. R. here had extracts read from the ma- 


ake || ag report, and from the evidence of Robert 
They did not consider the applica- || 


fall and James W. Killian, to show that the 


tion unreasonable by both parties; and it was no || committee had made an erroneous statement in 


Mr. R. had examined the case as well | 
as he could, and he had no sort of doubt but 


Gentlemen had said that this case ought | 


| 
| 
}] 
| 


1} 


show how many ballots were exchanged. The 
evidence of Killian showed that there were Six, 
and those six were given for Newland; yet the 
report said there were some for Newland and 
some for Graham. The report stated, it was not 
known how many votes were exchanged; yor 
Killian had sworn that there were five or six, 
There was, therefore, a material misstatemeyt 
of facts in one short sentence. The committer 


had stated, that it was impossible to decide 


whether these five or six votes should be taken 
from the petitioner’s poll,as there might have 
been some for the sitting member; yet the witness 
swore that they were all given to the petitioner; 
and the poll-book showed that there were five votes 
more counted than were given in. He asked the 
House to bear in mind thata great constitutional 

uestion was hanging upon that misstatement of 
ag He appealed to the House to say whether 
they would allow a report to go down to their 
successors, when the principles on which it was 
founded were grossly mistaken. The gentleman 


from Kentucky [Mr. Boyp] had stated to the 


House, that he examined himself to discover if 


| he had erred; but, notwithstanding that, the gen- 


tlemen had done the sitting member gross injus- 
tice. The law of North Carolina gave no power 
to judges to strike off votes. The committee have, 


however, added five votes, which they state were 
| legally offered and illegally refused. 
issue, that he would be sustained by incontro- | 


Mr. HAMER rose to a point of order. He 


| understood that there were two motions before the 
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House: one to fix a day for the consideration of 
the report, and the other a motion to recommit 
the report to the committee, to allow the sitting 
member further time to take testimony. His 

uestion of order was this: Whether, upon a mo- 
tion to recommit to a committee, it was in order 
to discuss the proposition whether the committee 
had correctly stated the facts already laid before 
them, or drawn proper deductions from those 


| facts ? 


The CHAITR stated, that to discuss the merits 
of the question was not in order. He had, how- 
ever, not arrested the gentleman’s remarks, be- 


cause others had gone somewhat into the merits ° 


of the question, and the Chair found a difficulty in 
restraining those remarks. 

Mr. HARDIN said that there was nothing 
stronger in favor of recommitting the subject to 
the committee than that the report was erroneous 
in point of fact. 

r. RENCHER resumed. He had gone into 
the examination of the report to show that the 
facts were misstated. He hoped it would not be 
considered out of order that a member should set 
the committee right. He had gone into the ex- 
amination to show that the committee were mis- 
led themselves, and being so misled, they also 
misled the House. He thought it the duty of the 
House, when it was made to appear that the 
committee had represented facts which were not 
true, that they should recommitit, as the least that 
could be done. He presumed that if the House 
suppose that this statement was not made in good 
faith, it would do something more. He had taken 
oscasion to put the committee right, where they 
had added five votes as having been legally of- 
fered for the petitioner and illegally refused. In 
the State of North Carolina, when a man comes 
to the polls and desires to vote, and that vote is re- 
fused him, he has the right to demand to be sworn 
to his qualifications; but if he refuse to be sworn, 
no matter what his qualifications may be, the 
judges have a right to reject his vote, and this 

ouse has no right to receive that vote. The 
committee say that votes were legally tendered for 
the petitioner and illegally refused. Have the 
committee any proof of that? No. Have they 
shown you the law on the subject? No, sir. 
Then he would ask gentlemen to read the law. 
The judges, by the law, have the right to require 
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every voter to be qualified; and if the voter refuse 
to swearto his own qualifications; the judges have | 
the right to refuse his vote. 
The CHAIR informed the House that the hour 


had arrived for proceeding to the orders of the 


day. ¢ 

Mr. HARD moved a suspension of the rules | 
for the day, for the purpose of proceeding in the | 
consideration of the present subject. 

The question was taken by tellers; and decided 
in the affirmative —~yeas 129, nays not counted. | 

Mr. RENCHER then proceeded. The com- | 
mittee have reported (said he) that the rejected 
votes were legally tendered; and Mr. R. hoped 
he had fully shown the fallacy of this. There was | 
no proof that the voters were qualified, nor were 
they called upon to prove their own qualification 
at the election before the judges in the only legal 
and proper mode. On the contrary, the judges 
had said the voters were not qualified, and the 
only evidence opposed to this was that of a single 
witness, a relative of the petitioner, who swore | 
they were qualified. Mr. R. then reviewed the 
testimony of several of the petitioner’s witnesses, 
a..d contended that by the law and constitution | 
of the State of North Carolina, their votes were 
properly rejected: first, from not being legally 
tendered; and, secondly, from a want of qualifi- 
cation—the former a necessary consequence 
growing out of the latter. ‘These were John A. 
Jetton, John S. Small, Jonathan Sells, and two 
others. 

Mr. R. said, that upon this subject he had no 
party predilections. He knew no party in the 
controversy but his country, and he would submit 
to no dictation. It had been said that both these 
gentlemen had hoisted the same flag; and what 
right, then, would he have to entertain a party 
fecling upon this subject? He could not believe | 
that either of those men had pulled down that flag. | 
Anxious and ambitious as the petitioner might | 
be—and it was a laudable ambition to hold a seat 
on that floor—Mr. R. could not bring himself to 
believe that he would do it by sacrificing his polit- 
ical principles, and much less that he would 
barter away the rights and political principles of 
the twelfth congressional district of North Car- 
olina. But ifany man could be found willing to | 
do that, Mr. R. could not bring himself to believe 
that any party could be found willing, by bribery 
and bargain, to procure support by trampling upon 
the constitution and the elective franchise of a 
sovereign State. Mr. R. concluded by repeating 
that he had no party predilections upon this sub- 
ject, and that upon every question involved in 
this contested election, he should give his vote, 
to the best of his judgment, in support of what he 
believed to be consistent with the law and the 
constitution of the State he had the honor in part 
to represent. 

Mr. NEWLAND then addressed the House 
at some length. He said, he was sorry it had 
again become his duty to trouble the House with 
any further remarks. When the House did him 
the honor to permit him to appear, on Wednes- 
day last, in his own behalf, he first addressed the 
Chair, and inquired the nature of the motions 
then pending. The Chair was kind enough to 
explain, and informed him that it would be out of 
order to discuss the main question. Mr. N., on 
that eccasion, endeavored strictly to observe the 
landmarks laid down by the Chair, carefully 
avoiding any explanation of the testimony, and 
confining himself to a plain and simple statement 
of facts in regard to the notices he had served on 
his honorable o ponent, and the notices served 
on himself by his opponent. If, on that occa- 
sion, he was happy enough to be understood, and 
gentlemen had examined the dates he then referred 
to, he trusted the House was now fully satis- 
fied that, so far from the petitioner having any 
intention to seek any advantages of the sitting 
member, he had manifested every disposition to 
afford that gentleman all the facilities a reason- 
able man could ask for. He had given him more 
than double the time the laws of their State re- 
quired, serving the original notice on him at the 
September court in Burke county, the first court 
in the district, and ¢ontinuing, week after weck, 
from ne county to another, until it passed 
through the whole district, at cach and all of 
which his opponent saw all his friends, and had 
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all the opportunity he could have asked for to 
collect and embody his testimony. 

Mr. N. said, these facts spoke for themselves; 
and gentlemen surely must be satisfied that the 
sitting member had occupied more time in taking 
depositions than he had, coupled as this was with 
the fact that the sitting member had notified him 
(the petitioner) that he would continue taking 
depositions up to the 15th of December, having 
served notices to that effect prior to his (Mr. 
Graham’s) leaving home. 

sy permission of the House, Mr. N. would turn 
for a moment to the remarks that had fallen from 
several honorable gentlemen who had spoken, but 
more particularly to what had just fallen from one 
of the Representatives from his own State, [Mr. 
Rencner.} As to the honorable gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Harp,] Mr. N. could not pré- 
tend to answer him, for the reason that much of 
what he said was in an unknown toneue, or, at 
least, in language Mr. N. was not conversant 
in. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
LENCHER] presumed he would, under no cireum- 
stances, permit him to eall the gentleman his col- 
league—had said a good deal about prejudging his 
case, and about predilections. Now he (Mr. N.) 
would appeal to the candor of the House to say 
whether the gentleman himself had not prejudged 
this case? Before concluding his remarks, the 
gentleman had taken occasion to refer to the pol- 
itics of the two contending gentlemen, [Mr. Gra- 
ham and Mr. Newland.) ‘These remarks ren- 
dered it incumbent upon him that he should give 


| some further explanation than was prescribed to 


him by the direction of the Speaker, or than he 
had originally intended; and as the gentleman 
{Mr. Renener] had indulged in a very wide 
range of argument and discussion, Mr. N. hoped 
the House would extend the same courtesy to- 
wards himself. So faras polities were concerned, 
he had no seeretsto keep. His polities were and 
ever had been known, both in the Legislature of 
his native State and to the people of his whole 
district. They had been inculeated into his youth- 
ful mind, and were in accordance with the views 
of one who made bare his bosom to achieve the 
liberties he then enjoyed. His early opinions he 


had never abariconed, nor would he; and if gen- | 


tlemen wished to investigate his politics, he not 
only challenged, but should court it. He held 
himself ready to give a full, a fair, and impartial 


| history of his whole course, if it was desired. He 


had nothing to conceal, little to regret, and still 
less to retract. 

Mr. N. then proeceded to say that he had been 
an humble supporter of the present Administra- 
tion, which had, in his opinion, carried out the 
wrinciples he verily believed to have been intended 
be the framers of the great charter of our rights. 

The CHAIR here interposed, and informed the 


gentleman that the course he was pursuing was | 


not strictly in order. 


Mr. MAURY moved that the gentleman have | 


leave to proceed. 


Mr. BYNUM thought, as the petitioner’s poli- | 
| tics had been first brought into question by his | 


| colleague, (Mr. Rencuer,] that the former gen- 
tleman had a right to proceed in reply. 
| The House then agreed to the motion of Mr. 
| Maury. 
Mr. NEWLAND thanked the House for the 
| indulgence, but having been rebuked, he would 
not proceed further on that subject. He hoped, 
| however, he might be permitted to say to the 
honorable gentleman [Mr. Rencner] that he 
(Mr. N.) was not one of those who fought under 
different colors. He would merely ask the gen- 
tleman to take the beam from his own eye, ere 
he could flatter himself with possessing that dis- 
tinct perception to be able to take the mote from 
his brother’s. Sir, (said Mr. N ,) * straws show 
| which way the wind blows;”’ and it is easy to 
perceive from the gentleman’s argument what he 
is aiming at. You know the maxim, sir, that 
** dog will not eat dog,’’ and from the highest 
| authority we are told that ** he that is not for me 
is against me.’’ The gentleman, in his elaborate 
| speech, had, as must be apparent to all who heard 
him, taken but one side of the case. 

The gentleman had given the House one rea- 
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| son why this report should be recommitted, viz: || He also wished to obtain 
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constitution of North Carolina in regard to the 
qualifications of voters. Now, with all due def- 
erence to the legal opinions of that gentleman, 
Mr. N. must be permitted to say that he was 
himself wholly wrong, and that the gentleman’s 
opinion totally conflicted with the construction 
given to that ‘section by the most able, experi- 
enced, and learned men of their State. Mr, N. 
then read that part of the constitution of North 
Carolina, and commented at some length upon 
the interpretation given to the section relating to 
elecuions by Mr. Rencher, whose argument, he 
said, was an absurdity, being totally at variance 
with the common meaning of simple language, 
unless the clause was intended to consist of 
empty words, and mean nothing. ‘The constitu- 
tion was so plain and explicit, that it seemed to 
him strange indeed that the gentleman should 
have given it the construction he had, 

Mr. N. then referred to the letters and state- 
ments of the sitting member, and said * out of 
his own mouth let him be judged.’” Lawyer as 
his opponent was, Mr. N. was at a loss to per- 
ceive how the gentleman could get out of the dif- 
ficulty. The gentleman thought, perhaps, he 
was playing a safe game, by objecting to Mr. 
N.’s testimony, yet he was willing to avail him- 
self of the very same kind of testimony to that 
he objected to on Mr. N.’s part; if he could sus- 
tain himself by testimony, he would do so; if 
not, then the gentleman would set the whole 
aside, 

Mr. N. made some further remarks, principally 
in reply to the speech of the sitting member; 
which will be given in extenso hereatter. 

At the suggestion of Mr. CaAMBRELENG, 

Mr. MANN, of New York, then modified his 
motion by inserting Thursday, the 24th of 
March, instead of Wednesday, the 23d, so as to 
make the subject the special order for that day; 
which was agreed to by the House. 

The question then fecurring upon the motion 
as amended, 

Mr, RENCHER said he still wished to take 
the sense of the House upon the application of 

| the sitting member for further time to take testi- 
mony. If, however, the House should reject that 
application, he was indifferent on what day the 
consideration of the subject was brought up. He 
said he saw that, if the amendment should be 

| adopted by the House, it would then be out of 
order to move an amendment to the effect he had 

| indicated, or, perhaps, any other. 

|} ‘The CHAIR said that when the subject should 

| come up on Thursday next, it would then be in 

_ order for the gentleman to make that motion, 

Mr. RENCIIER expressed a wish to move to 

postpone the further consideration of the subject 
ull the third Wednesday in April. 
| Mr. McKAY hoped the House would decide 
to-day on the application of the sitting member 
for further time. A month had already been 
wasted in the discussion of this preliminary 
question, and as yet they had not progressed a 
single step. Suppose the motion of postpone- 
| ment, in its amended form, were adopted, and the 
| subject was made the special order for Thursday 
| next; they would then be where they were, since 
|| he understood from his colleague that he still 
| intended to submit the very motion now pending, 
| for further time. Mr. McK. did hope that, inas- 
| muchas the rules had been suspended that morn- 
| ing for the purpose of proceeding in the considera- 
| tion of this case, at least this preliminary question 
| would be disposed of. 
Mr. MANN had no objection to withdraw his 
| motion for the present, if he could do so, so as 
| to,enable the House to reach the other ques- 
| tion. 

The CHAIR having stated the question, said 
that could only be done by a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the House had ——_— the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD then made the motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. BYNUM wished to know the object of 
the reconsideration. : ; 
Mr. RENCHER explained that it was to obtain 
|| the vote of the House upon the application of the 
|| sitting member for further time to take testimony. 
that vote at this time, 
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the way of the House when it dame to act on the 
main question. 


Mr. McKAY again expressed a hope that the | 


House would act on that question without further 
delay. 
Mr. GILLET thought, if the motion to recon- 
sider prevailed, they would stand precisely in the 
same situation they had been for the last month; 
and it was not in the power of man to tell when 
they would proceed with it. There were several 
other propositions, subsequent to the one already 
decided, before the House, upon which decisions 
would be likewise called for; and as he was op- 
posed to wasting any more time in these prelim- 
inary questions, he moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

‘Mr. BYNUM inquired of the Chair what would 
be the effect of that motion, if it prevailed ? 

The CHAIR replied, that the motion to lay a 
motion to reconsider on the table, would cohere 
to the main proposition; and if agreed to by the 
House, ad carry the main subject with it, and 
lay the whole on the table; whereupon, 

Mr, GILLET withdrew the motion. 

Mr. BYNUM remarked that it appeared to him 
there was something more than met the eye in 
this motion to reconsider. His colleague now 
wanted to move for further time to be allowed 
the sitting member, and not to recommit; which 
seemed to Mr. B. to be an entire change of the 
original ground. 

Mr. RENCHER repeated his previous state- 
ment, that he desired siaaisien of the House upon 
the application of the sitting member for further 
time. 
ject would be recommitted as a matter of course. 
He could assure his colleague that he would do 
or say nothing there but what was clear. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL thought the object rep- 
resented by the gentleman to be very reasonable, 
and one that ought to be concurred in, otherwise 
they 
making speeches for the last month to no pur- 
pose whatever. 
ically called upon to dispose of that application 
at once, one way or the other. 

The motion was then agreed to, without a 


count; and the House reconsidered its vote, | 


adopting the amendment of Mr. Mann. 
Mr. RENCHER then moved to strike out *‘the 
2d of March,’’ as in the original motion of the 


committee, and insert ‘‘the third Thursday in | 


April next; and that the parties have leave, until 
that time, to take further testimony.” 
Mr. MANN, of New York, asked for the yeas 
and nays on this motion; which were ordered. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG inquired, if this motion 


should be rejected, whether the motion would still | 


be open to insert ** Thursday next?’’ 

The CHAIR replied that would be the next 
question in order, the vote being taken on the 
most distant time first, which was the present 
motion. 


The ee was then taken; and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Rencner was rejected—yeas 87, 
nays 103; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Ashiley, Bailey, Banks, Bell, Bond, Borden, Bunch, John 
Cathoon, William B. Calhoun, Campbell, Carter, George 
Chambers, John Chambers, Chapman, Childs, Nathanief 
H. Claiborne, Clark, Connor, Corwin, Crane, Darlington, 
Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Dunlap, Evans, Everett, For- 
ester, Philo C. Fuller, Graham, Granger, Graves, Grennell, 
Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harlan, Harper, Hazel- 
tine, Hoar, Howell, Huntsman, Ingersoll, Janes, Henry 
Johnson, Lawler, Lawrence, Lay, Luke Lea, Lewis, 
Lincoln, Love, Lyon, Sampson Mason, Maury, McCarty, 
McKennan, Milligan, Morris, Patton, Pettigrew, Peyton, 
Phillips, Pickens, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Rogers, Rus- 
sell, Augustine H, Shepperd, Shields, Spangler, Standefer, 
Steele, Storer, ‘Taliaferro, Turner, Underwood, Vinton, 
Wipieteney, Lewis Williams, Sherrod Williams, and Wise 

te. 


NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Ash, Barton, Bean, Beau- 
mont, Bockee, Bouldin, Boyd, Burns, Bynum, Cambre- 
leng, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Craig, 
Cushman, Davis, Dickerson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, Fair- 
field, Farlin, French, Fry, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, 
James Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Grantland, Haley, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Samuel 8. Harrison, Albert G. Harrison, Hawes, 
Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, Hubley, 
Huntington, Jabez Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. 
Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, Lansing, Gideon 
Lee, Joshua Lee, Thomas Lee, Leonard, Logan, Loyall, 
Abijah Mann, Job Mann Martin, John Y. Mason, William 
Mason, Moses Mason, May, McKay, McKeon, McKim, 
McLene, Montgomery, Morgan, Mulilenberg, Owens, Par- 


had gained nothing’at all; and had been | 


He thought they were emphat- | 
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If that application should prevail, the sub- || 





| weeks, and that in the mean time the additional 


ker, Parks, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phelps, John Rey- 

| nolds, Joseph Reynolds, Ripley, Roane, Schenck, Shinn, | 
Sickles, Speight, Sutherland, Thomas, John Thomson, 
| Toucey, Towns, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, | 
Wardwell, Webster, and Weeks—103, 

The question then recurring upon the modified 
amendment of Mr. Mann, of New York, to strike 
out **the 2d,” and insert ‘* the 24th of March.”? | 

Mr. MANN, with a view (he said) to test the 
sense of the House upon proceeding at once with | 
the subject, withdrew his motion for the 24th, 
and moved to insert ‘* this day,’’ stating that ifany | 


r. RENCHER hoped a few days’ further | 


LOBE. 


| to throw difficulties in the way of any ques 


objection were made he should withdraw it. 


tion; 
' and he should, therefore, make no motion aon 
| ing to embarrass any of the preliminary ques- 
| tions. 
| Mr. RENCHER was satisfied with the sugges. 
tion of his colleague, [Mr. Sreicut.] There was 


only a portion of the constitution, and one or two 


i sections of the law, that it would be necessary to 


rint. 
. Mr. SPEIGHT suggested to his colleague to 
amend his motion by directing the same to be 
rinted under the direction of the committee, 
Mr. RENCHER was also (he said) about to 





time at least would be allowed. 


tion, and renewed the former. 


| report, as he wishe 


enable it to act understandingly. If there was 
plished, he desired the sense of the House upon it. | 

Mr. SPEIGHT hoped the committee would 
| report upon what they conceived the strict and 
legal interpretation of that part of the constitution 
and laws of North Carolina bearing upon the 
subject of elections, and that object could be at- 
| tained, by his colleague, by moving to have the 
constitution and all the acts of North Carolina | 
regulating clections in that State printed. Mr. 
S. expressed his surprise at one remark that fell 


Mr. MANN thereupon withdrew the latter mo- || gentleman from New Yor 


Mr. RENCHER desired also to take the sense | 
| of the House on the propriety of recommitting the | 
d the law and qualifications of | 
| electors to be so represented to the House as to || business; and Mr. M. therefore proposed Thurs- 


| 
any way by which that object could be accom- | 





from his colleague [Mr. Rencner] that day, in | 
reference to the qualification of voters of the House | 
of Commons and Representatives in Congress 
from North Carolina. He understood his col- 
league to say that it required twelve months’ 
_ residence in the county before an individual was | 
entitled to vote. Surely, a gentleman so distin- 
guished and learned in the law as his colleague 
would not contend for such an interpretation of 





had been correctly read, and very correctly com- 
mented upon by the petitioner, and his interpre- 
tation was in conformity with the construction 
given to that clause by the most learned men of 
their State. Any man otherwise qualified to vote, 
moving into another county, and swearing that 
that had become his bona fide place of residence, 
was entitled to vote. It required no particular 
time of residence, if a voter had paid his taxes, 
and his residence was in the county. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD remarked that, since the | 
report had been made, additional testimony had | 
been laid on the tables of the House, and it | 
seemed to him proper that the committee should | 
report thereupon. Upon that ground he should | 
vote for the recommittal of the report. 

Mr. MAURY moved to insert ** Thursday two | 


————————eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee—e——e—e—eele 


testimony be recommitted to the committee, with | 
| instructions to report thereon.”’ 
The CHAIR said the motion in that form was | 
not then in order; but if the House should now | 
refuse to postpone toa day certain, the next ques- | 
tion would be the motion to recommit. 
Mr. MAURY. But if the House agree to | 
postpone to a day certain, sir? 
The CHAIR. If the House agree to postpone | 
to a day certain, then on that day it would be in 
order to make the motion indicated by the gen- | 
tleman. The House might then proceed to act 
upon the report of the committee, or postpone | 
further, or recommit with or without instructions. 
Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD should not vote for 
the recommittal of the report, for he was satis- 
fied that the suggestion of his colleague [Mr. 











| Sreicut} would obviate the necessity of doing 


so. The section of the constitution, and the laws 

regulating elections in North Carolina, were em- 

bodied in a very small compass, and could be 
_ conveniently printed in a day or so. 

As to the additional testimony taken by the 
sitting member, since the report of the committee 
was made, all he had to say was this: it had been 
aetna and laid on their tables; and when the 

ouse went into the consideration of the whole 
subject, it would then be competent for any gen- 
tleman to call fur the reading of that testimony, 
and it was not so voluminous but that the House 
could extract the proof from it as well as the 
committee. It had never been Mr. S.’s purpose 


the ninth section of their constitutionas that. It | 


| propose a more distant sas and he hoped the 
would consent to a 

| modification for Tuesday two weeks. 
| Mr. MANN replied that the chairman of the 
Committee of Waysand Means, as well as other 
| gentlemen, wished to occupy Tuesday in public 


day and the two succeeding days. 

Mr. GLASCOCK said it appeared to him that 
the motion to recommit these proceedings to the 
committee was all-important, and would save the 
House a great deal of trouble and much time. 
When the subject came up for final action, the 
most important question that would then be pre- 
sented, would be with regard to the propriety of 
admitting or rejecting the additional testimony, 
presented to the House through the Chair, subse- 
quently to the report of the committee. He was 
clearly of opinion, that the sense of the House 
ought now to be taken, with a view to ascertain 
what disposition should be made of it. He be- 
lieved it indispensably necessary that the com- 
mittee should be put in possession of the testi- 
mony recently arrived, and that they should re- 
port upon it; and, for himself, he was not pre- 

ared to exclude it. If that testimony should 
rave the effect of changing the report of the com- 
mittee, he should feel it his duty not to sustain 
the report, though he should certainly sustain it, 
if the testimony warrerted himinsodoing. His 
main question, however, in wishing the commit- 
tee to report upon it was to prevent the discus- 
sion that would necessarily arise in the House 
upon the  rataameyd of the reception or rejection 
of the additional testimony. It was true that it 
had been printed and laid on their tables, but no 
decision had been had, whether it should be re- 
ceived or not. He hoped, therefore, that the mo- 
tion would be sustained; that the testimony which 
had been recently received should be committed 
to the Committee of Elections; and that the com- 
mittee be instructed to report thereon as speedily 
as possible. Mr. G., in conclusion, hesitated not 
to say, that he was prepared to receive all the 
testimony now in possession of the House, if 
taken in conformity with the constitution and 
laws of North Carolina; and if that additional 
testimony would authorize the sitting member to 
retain his seat, Mr. G. would so record his vote. 
Mr. G. then made the above motion. 

Mr. HARDIN had as yet been unable to lay 
his hand upon the constitution of North Carolina, 
or any law of that State upon the subject of elec- 
tions. Mr. H. concurred entirely in the remarks 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Guascock,] 
and he should take the whole testimony into 
consideration, as well that which had been before 
the committee, as that which had eengeny 
been presented and laid on the tables of the House. 
With that understanding, he did not know of any 
particuler necessity to call upon the Committee 
of Elections to report upon it, 

Mr. GLASCOCK then withdrew his motion; 
and the modified amendment of Mr. Mann, to 
insert the 24th instead of the 2d of March, was 
agreed to without a count. 

The question then recurring on agreeing to the 
motion of the Committee of Elections as amend- 


ed, 

Mr. MANN, at the suggestion of Mr. Ren- 
CHER, withdrew his motion to make the sub- 
ject also the special order for the two succeeding 

— to Thursday the 24th. 
he motion, as amended, was then agreed to 
without a count. 

The CHAIR said, to avoid a question of order 
he would understand it to be the pleasure-of two 
thirds of the House when Thursday arrived, un- 
less otherwise determined by the House, that 
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this subject would take precedence of the special | Nicnoras, and Sovrnarp, and lying on the table, 
|| were severally considered and agreed to, 


order (the appro riation bills) on that day. 
Mr. WISE. Then, sir, I call for a division of || 
the House on that question. | 
The vote was then taken by tellers; and the || 
result was—ayes 124, noes 49, being two thirds | 
in the affirmative; and so the subject was post- 
oned, and made the special order for Thursday | 
next, the 24th of March. | 
The question then recurred on Mr. Speicur’s | 
motion, that that portion of the constitution and | 
laws of North Carolina relating to the elections | 
of that State be printed for the use of the House. 
Mr. HARDIN suggested a modification to the | 
following effect: as much as may be pointed out 
by the sitting member and the petitioner; which 
Mr. Spescurt accepted, and the motion was agreed 
to by the House. 
Mr. ANTHONY moved that the House ad- || 
journ. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY asked for the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and the yeas were— 
104, nays 86; and so 
The House adjourned. 





Mownpay, March 21, 1836. 


The CHAIR communicated a report from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in answer to the reso- | 
lution of the Senate of the 4th instant, requiring | 
information as to what part of the whole expendi- | 
tures under the head of the Indian department, 
from the commencement of the Government to 
the 30th September, 1835, as stated in his report 
of the 25th of January last, was paid to the In- | 
dians for lands purchased of them by the United | 
States, inclosing a letter from the Secretary of the | 
Treasury, containing all the information in the 
Department on the subject. 

The CHAIR also communicated a report from 
the Secretary of the Navy, in answer to the reso- | 
lution of the Senate of the 16th ultimo, showing | 
the present state of the Navy hospital fund, and | 
inclosing a letter from the president of the Board 
of Navy Commissioners, showing the number | 
and condition of the naval hospital establish- | 
ments. 

Mr. KNIGHT presented the petition ofSamuel | 
‘Warner, praying for a pension; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of | 
certain importing merchants of New York; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. | 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which a memorial on the subject 
had been referred, reported a bill authorizing the 
fitting out a sloop of war, and such other smaller 
vessels as the President may deem necessary, for 
an expedition to the South seas; which was read, | 
and ordered to a second reading. | 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, reported unfavorably on the petitions | 
of Thomas Triplett and Cyrus Sibley. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which had been referred the petition 
of Joseph Leframbois, a Pottawatomie Indian, 
reported unfavorably thereon. 

On motion by Mr. WHITE, the Committee on 
Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolution directing an in- 
quiry into the expediency of making an appro- | 
priation to extinguish the Indian title to lands in 
the vicinity of Green bay. 

Mr. WALKER presented certain papers in 
relation to the claim of Alexander Talley; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported without amendment the bill from 
the House making additional appropriations for 
the suppression of Indian hostilities in Florida; 
and the same having been read the second time, 


IN SENATE. | 


| 
| 


|, Appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the public | 


lands among the States; and also instructing and || 


| reading. 


| certain resolution from the Journal of the Senate, 


| continuing his remarks until the usual hour of 


THE EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 


Mr. RIVES laid on the table the resolution of | 
the General Assembly of the State of Virginia, | 
instructing their Senators to vote for expunging 
from the Journal of the Senate certain resolutions 
of that body censuring the conduct of the Pres- 
ident in relation to the removal of the public 
deposits from the Bank of the United States. 

PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN laid on the table resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania, 
instructing their Senators, and requesting their 
Representatives, in Congress to vote for the bill to 


requesting them to vote for liberal appropriations 
for fortifications for the permanent defense of the | 
country. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; and 

The bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Linn 
Magee, and Semorici, Creek Indians, were sev- 
erally read the second time, and ordered to a third 





THE EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 
On motion by Mr. KING, of Alabama, the 


Senate proceeded to the consideration of the res- | 


olution submitted by Mr. Benton, to expunge a 


as the special order. 


Mr. BENTON then, in continuation of his | 
speech commenced on Friday, addressed the Sen- | 


ate at great length, in support of his resolution, 


adjournment; when, having coneluded, and 
Mr. PORTER having expressed a wish to ad- 
dress the Senate on the subject, the further con- 


sideration of the resolution was postponed until | 
to-morrow, and the Senate went into the consid- 


| 
| 
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ance as the gentleman from New Jersey seemed 
to suppose. Certainly the Committee on Roads 
and Canals was not, in Mr. W.’s opinion, the 
proper reference, nor the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, for it was not a question of law, but of 
expediency. He was in favor of having a special 
committee raised on the subject. Every other 


| subject sent there was certain of a reference; but 


these men who labored with their hands, and 
toiled for their bread by the sweat of their brow, 
who were the bone and sinew of the country, 


| were to be denied having even their memorial 


referred to a committee. 





eration of executive business; after which 
The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 21, 1836. 
Mr. HAWES made an ineffectual effort to take 


West Point Academy. 


TRADES’ UNION—HOURS OF LABOR. 
The memorial presented on Monday last, by 


| Mr. Howarp, from the Trades’ Union of Balti- 
| more, asking Congress to reguiate the hours of 


labor of the operatives on the public works, so 
as to confine the time of such labor to ten hours in 
each day, was taken up. 

There were three motions pending: the first to 
refer the memorial to aselect committee;the second 
to refer it to the Committee on Roads and Canals; 
and the third, that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The first question in order was to refer the 
memorial to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. HOWARD had not supposed that the me- 
morial would give rise to any debate, and less did 
he suppose that discussion could have arisen on 


| the mere question of its reference. It was a prayer 


from about three thousand of the laboring classes 
of the community; and Mr. H. detailed the sub- 
stance of the contents of the memorial, and the 
reasons assigned by the memorialists for the legis- 
lation of Congress on the subject. Mr. H. thought 
the Committee on Roads and Canals was not the 
proper reference, for they had but a compar- 
atively small branch of the public works under 
their charge. For a similar reason he was op- 
posed to referring it to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary;,and if any reference was necessary, he 
thought a select committee should be raised on 





and considered.as in Committee of the Whole, 
was ordered to a third reading. 
BILL INTRODUCED ON LEAVE. 
Mr. TOMLINSON; on leave, introduced a bill 


for the relief of Carey Clark; which was twice 
read and referred. 


RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 
The resolutions submitted by Messrs. Grunpy, 


the subject. The memorial wasa reasonable one, 
and might be acted on by the House itself. 

Mr. PARKER thought the subject itself one 
| in which Congress had neither the right nor the 
| power to interfere. It should be left to the reg- 
| ulations of the parties themselves—the workman 
| and his employer. 


Mr. WARDWELL was inclined to believe 
this question was not one of such small import- 





up and consider the resolution in relation to the | 


aaa 





| into, 


| 


He expressed his sur- 
prise at the remark of the gentleman, that this 
was a small matter. 

Mr. PARKER explained. He did not say it 
was a small matter. At first he did not know 
the subject of the memorial, until he asked the 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Howarp. | 

Mr. WARDWELL understood the gentleman 
to say something to that effect. It was notori- 
ous that there were many abuses which these 
men suffered, and which ought to be inquired 

It was notorious, that the men eunpleted 
for the Government worked not only from sun- 
rise to sunset every week-day, but often on Sun- 
days too. Mr. W. said he should vote against 
every other gs eget than that to refer the 
memorial to a select committee. 

Mr. PARKER was misunderstood in saying 
that he was opposed to the object of the memo- 
rial, as it had been explained. All the petitioners 
asked was, that they should not be compelled to 
work on the public works more than ten hours a 
day. Now, Mr. P. was not aware that there was 
any law to compel them to work longer, nor ought 
there to be. He was not opposed to the interest 
of the working man, but was always prepared to 
maintain it. He had no objection to this memo- 
rial, but he questioned the power of Congress to 
interfere with the subject at all; and he thought 
it much wiser to leave it to the parties themselves 
for regulation. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY moved that the further 
consideration of the memorial be postponed until 
Monday next. He explained that he made this 
motion on account of the indisposition of one of 
his colleagues, [Mr. Moore,] who was confined 
tohis room, and who wished to address the House 
on the subject. The motion also was in accord- 
ance with the wish of the gentleman who pre- 
| sented the memorial. 

Mr. HAMER announced his intention of mov- 
ing to lay the memorial on the table. He meant 
| no reflection on any gentleman, when he said 
| that there were some politicians in this country 


|| who seemed to think that everything ought to 


| be regulated by law. Now he was against that 
doctrine. Every man should be left free, being 
prevented from encroaching on the rights of his 
fellow-man, and ought to be left free to manage 
his own affairs in his own way, without restric- 
tion. 

Mr. ADAMS rose toa question of order. The 
gentleman had given notice that he intended to 
| move to lay the memorial on the table, which 
motion was not debatable; and from the gentle- 
man’s exordium, Mr. A. apprehended a long 
speech from him. Now, Mr. A. inquired if it 
was in order for the gentleman to make a speech, 
after the intimation of his intention to make a 
motion to lay the memorial on the table ? 

The CHAIR replied that the motion to lay on 
the table was not debatable; but that motion had 
not been mad 

Mr. HAMER had no intention of making a 
long speech. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY would inquire, then, if the 
remarks of the gentleman were pertinent to the 
question under consideration, which was merely 
to postpone? 

he CHAIR replied that the motion to post- 
ne was debatable, though within very narrow 
imits, 

Mr. HAMER said he shouid have been through 
by that time, if he had not been interrupted. He 
was against the whole proposition, and conse- 

uently he was opposed to its postponement. 
te did not believe it was a subject that ought to 
be entertained by Congress, and he thought they 
should dispose of it at once. Why, (said Mr. 
H.,) we might just as well prescribe by law what 
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sort of clothes a man should wear, or at what 
time he should eat his dinner! A man who is 
free should be left to make his own contract. He 
therefore moved to lay the memorial on the table; 
which motion was agreed to by the House—ayes 
102, noes not counted. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
weamble and resolutions (presented by Mr. 
Waste, of Kentucky) of the Legislature of 
Kentucky, in favor of the distribution of the | 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands among 
the several States. 

Two motions were pending: the firat, that of 
Mr. Witxtams, of Kentucky, to refer the subject 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, with in- 
structions to report a bill to distribute among the 
States the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, for the purposes of education and internal 
improvements, 


to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, rose (he said) to 
discharge the duty requested of him by the Legis- 
lature of Kentucky, to use his best exertions to 
procure the passage of a law for the distribution 
of the proceeds of the public lands, for the pur- 

,oses Indicated in the resolutions; and he was 
honey to say that the subject was in accordance 
with his own views. He rejoiced that the sub- 
ject had been sent there by one of the sovereign 
States of the Umion, and that at last that House 
was brought to the consideration of the great 
fundamental, vital question of the surplus revenue. 
They had arrived at a point of history of unusual 
importance, with a surplus revenue of $30,000,000, 
and probably not less, by the end of the year, 
than $50,000,000. They occupied an entirely 
new comune and must be compelled to adopt a 
new line of policy. One of these plans must be 
adopted. Ejnther it must be suffered to accumu- 
Jate in the Treasury from year to year, or it must 
be swallowed up in the increased expenditures of 
the Federal Government; or it must be distributed 
among the people of the several States. Where 
was it now? Loaned out, without interest, to 
whom no one could tell. A great contest was 
approaching—a contest between the tax-gatherers 
and tax-payers. 

Mr. A. said he should at length enter into a 
retrospect of the principles and policy of the 
present Administration, and refer to a number of 
documents to show the ground that had been 
taken. He sent to the Clerk’s table, to be read, 
an extract of the letter from General Jackson to 
Mr. Monroe, and commented on the manner in 
which the principles laid down in that letter had 
been carried out by the administration of Presi- 
dent Jackson. 

Mr. HAMER rose to a question of order. He 
was not (he said) one of the friends of the Admin- 
istration Who was disposed to shrink from an 
investigation, but was willing to go into it then, 
if proper, or at any other time, on these resolu- 
tions. The question he propounded was this: 
Whether it was in order, on a proposition from 
the Legislature of Kentucky to 
revenue, to go into and examine the manner in 
which the General Government had been admin- 
istered, in relation to removals from and appoint- 
ments to office for the last eight years ? 

The CHAIR decided the course of the gentle- 
man’s remarks to be in order, as illustrative of 
the proposition and the peremptory instructions 
by which it was accompanied, thowth the remarks 
would not be in order as an abstract proposition. 

Mr. ALLAN proceeded: What he said was 
most strictly in order, because it was a question 
whether these $30,000,000 should be retained in 
the hands of the central agency, the Federal 
Government, or distributed among the people of 
the several States. Let him ask, had party spirit 
been suppressed? or, on the contrary, was not 
every aspirant to office compelled to bow the knee 
to the monster, the idol of party spirit? 

Mr. A. then desired the Clerk to read a letter 
from Andrew Jackson to the Tennessee Legisla- 
ture, some years since, stating that the appoint- 
ment of members of Congress was the manner in 
which the Legislature was to be corrupted; and | 
then, as a commentary upon that letter, he had | 


‘THE 


the second motion was that of || 
Mr. Boon, to refer the preamble and resolutions | 


|| Administration; but he said it had been argued 


|| The hour of one having arrived, the remarks 


| be laid over until Monday next. 


ivide the surplus || 


| and the reports of committees, excluding the sub- 


| not aware that this subject would lay over until 
| Monday next. 
| {Mr. Atay] to send out his speech one week in 
|} advance of any reply. 


—_ his resolution should again come up for 


| 7 = ° 
read a statement from the Register of the Treas- | 


ury, toshowthat members of Congress had been | 
appointed to office under the present Administra- 
tion, whose salaries amounted to nearly half a 
| million of dollars. He also alluded to the promise 
of the Administration of bringing back the coun- 
try to a metallic currency; and then read extracts 
to show that, at the present time, there was in 
existence upwards of five hundred banks, with a 
mond circulation much more extensive than it 
ieretofore has been; and that, too, after the Ad- 
ministration had broken down a banking institu- 
| tion, whose paper was everywhere current. He | 
also had extracts read from letters from the De- 
partment of State in 1830, and from the Presi- | 
dent’s message in 1835, in relation to the French 


| question, to show that the Administration had | 


not acted consistently. He also adverted to the 
avowals made in the early part of the Adminis- 
| tration, in relation to retrenchment; and then 
read extracts to show that the expenditures of the 
Administration far exceeded that of any former | 


that the present had paid off more of the public 
debt than any former Administration. To this, 
| Mr. A. dissented; and, by a comparison of the 
,amount of public debt paid by the present and 
| former Administration, showed that a former | 
| Administration had paid more of the public debt 
than the present. He contended that the power 
of the ‘Treasury could raise and depress property | 
and stocks by the appointment of its agencies | 
through the country, and that that power would 
| not only remain with the present, but would be | 
transmitted to succeeding Administrations. The 
money (he contended) was unsafe in the situation 
in which it now was, on account of the small | 
amount of specie at present in the deposit banks; | 
and stated that, if the public money was now 
called for, it would blow up the paper system, 
and create general bankruptcy. The present was 


an unjust and unequal system, because the money | 


was now loaned out without interest, and that 
in particular sections, for the exclusive benefit of | 
| those sections. In New York, there were about | 
ten millions, and in Michigan there was about 
a million of dollars in the possession of two small 
banking institutions, which he conceived was 
entirely ansafe; while in Kentucky there was 
searcely any of the public money. These were 
some of Mr. A.’s objections to the public moneys 
| remaining where they are. 


_of Mr. ALLAN were arrested by the communi- 
cation of the special order, being the appropriation 

| bills. 
| Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rules for | 
the purpose of proceeding in the discussion of | 
| the subject before the House. | 
Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested, as there were 
| memorials in the hands of gentlemen which they | 
| desired to present, that the rules be suspended for 
that purpose, and that the subject before the 
House, which was likely to elicit much debate, 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, said, he would 
conclude his remarks in thirty minutes. 

Mr. HAWES proposed to suspend the rules for 
half an hour. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, moved to amend the 
motion of Mr. Hawes, by oe to sus- 
pend the rules for the purpose of receiving petitions 





ject before the House. : y : 
Mr. HAWES, in making his last motion, was 


This would enable his colleague 


He would, therefore, 
modify his motion, by moving to suspend the 
rule for that day, for the purpose of continuing 
the consideration of the subject before the House. 
Mr. SPEIGHT remarked, that if this subject 

| was laid over, it would probably occupy the me 
_ alloted to petitions for the balance of the session. 
Mr. ADAMS rose to make an inquiry of the 
Chair. It would be recollected that, about two 
months since, he had submitted a resolution, 
which was undisposed of, and remained among 
the unfinished business. He was very desirous 


| 
| 
| 
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consideration during the present session. He 
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_ desired to know of the Chair, whether the resolu. 


_ tion to which he had referred, did not take prece- 
dence of the subject under discussion? 


|| _TheCHAIR replied, that the opie before the 


| House was certain resolutions of the Legislature 


| of Kentucky, presented on the last petition day, 


and a motion had been made to refer them to'a 
| committee with certain instructions, involving the 
merits of the whole subject. This discussion, 
however, was confined to the day allotted to thie 
/reception of petitions, and therefore could not 
interfere with, or take precedence of, the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, on any 
other day. 
The motion of Mr. MANN toamend was neg- 
atived—ayes 69, nocs not counted. 
Mr. VINTON moved to amend the motion of 
Mr. Hawes by proposing to rescind so much of 
the resolution of the 26th January as directs that 
the appropriation bills shall be the special order 
for Mondays. 

The CHAIR decided the motion to be out of 
| order. 

The motion of Mr. Hawes to suspend the rules 
for the day was then negatived—ayes 68, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. HAWES asked the consent of the House 
to submit, in a substantive form, a motion similar 
to that proposed by Mr. Vinton, as an amend- 
ment to the last proposition. 

Objection being made, Mr. HAWES moved 
to suspend the rule for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. DAVIS adverted to the confusion and dif- 
ficulty which had, as he contended, grown out 
of the adoption of the resolution of the 26th of 
January, making the appropriation bills the spe- 
cial order for each day, except Fridays and Sat- 
urdays. He moved to amend the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky by proposing to sus- 
| pend the rules for the purpose of submitting a 
| motion to rescind the entire resolution of the 26th 
of January, referred to. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Davis] that he had as 
well submit another amendment providing that 
no appropriation bills should be passed during 
the session. 

The amendment of Mr. Davis was negatived. 

The motion of Mr. Hawes was also negatived— 
yeas 93, nays 61; two thirds being necessary. 

Mr. REED moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of calling the States a! preaees includ- 
ing the consideration of the Kentucky resolu- 
tions; which was agreed to—yeas 131, nays not 
counted. 

. Petitions and memorials were then presented 


aie SMITH, of Maine; 

Messrs. BRIGGS, REED, LAWRENCE, 
CUSHING, PHILLIPS, HOAR, and ADAMS, 
of Massachusetts; 

Mr. HALEY, of Connecticut; 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont; 

Messrs. LOVE; SEYMOUR, LAY, WARD- 
WELL, CHAPIN, CAMBRELENG, LEON- 
ARD, RUSSELL, BOVEE, and HUNTING- 
TON, of New York; 

[Mr. Cuartn presented the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of the State of New York, asking the 
establishment of a mail route from the village of 
Franklin, in the county of Delaware, to Oneonta, 
in the county of Otsego. 

Mr. Leonarp presented the petition of the heirs- 
at-law of Major Barnabas Tuthill, asoldier in the 
war of the Revolution, praying compensation for 
services in said war. r. L. also presented the 
petition of the heirs-at-law of Elisha Ely, an 
officer in the Connecticut continental line in the 
revolutionary war, asking commutation pay and 
interest for services rendered in said war. 

Mr. Russet presented the petition of Isaac 
Norton, of the State of Ohio, praying permission 
to select, enter upon, and improve, a quarter sec- 
tion of the public land in one of the four north- 
western counties of the State of Ohio, for the 
purpose of cultivating the mulberfy tree and pro- 
moting the manufacture of silk; and that a credit 








of ten years be allowed him for the purchase 
eer under such qualifications as Congress 
shall deem politic and just; which, on motion by 


Mr. R. was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. Also, the petition of Chester Stephens, 





